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Reader, 


H E following Phpers were 
-writ' ſome months ſince, and 
if the Author had known they 
poultl have been” d at 
this ofiger I do not -aloubt but they would 
have been accompanied with the like account 
of what Dofor ' Comber - hath- produced 
for 'Liturgics in the: Fourth Century. 
The Author is not one'who is wedded to 
s Party 5; He hath often ſaid, he knows 
wot any one- Porty"of - a "particular De- 
A 2 nomination, 
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To' the Reader. 


nomination , but it hath ſome things 
which either do, or by reaſon of an alte- 
' ration of circumſtances, may deſerve to be 
rectified. He thinks what is really good 
and commendable in every Party ſhould be- 
approved : Aud he wiſhes that what is 
not ſo, in every Party, might be univer- 
ſally underſlood, and laid af js or amend. 
ed. He is a Conformilt, upon Princi- 
ples be fe $e jtan F <6 ” a7 #h&b 
 are* "hore, Eqn T0 i: than "thoſe ab 
ſome appear _ fe influenced by in their 
Conformity. He aſeth the Liturgy of 
the Church of England in his Qfici- 
ating in the Publick Werſhip," as fully 
as..the..Law requires.\ And be isifo” 
: from | condenming the." Publick Wolfhi 
.Pious.and\ Jadicians Proceftants i 
20, , 19... 1p nothemdelotfaurto Pre 
- Eorgns, whatuwbe yah 10014 thenrain thertr 
& ublick,. Wor BY YE: hath: "Op porte- 
vRLLY.. 1Heds\ 1rowhled;” Jo fee no 1great an 
: averſion 10..4; General Union of \Prete- 
ftants. in, this\Land, and \thati.old Atu- 
MolIties are." awakened: out of their ilage 
Surybes, nf AS) AL 6ptInton. that the 
(E310; 5 Church 


To the Reader; 
Gharchiof Eagland. is:mach prejudiced. 
- .? by, the..Indiſexrtions, of :many who prezend. 
an extraordinary- Zeal - for © Her. ., The 

 aatters we differ about are very ſeldom 
, « rightly. Stated. . Arguments are.not well. 
| rj to what. is in: debate, | What is 

r 


ed for - proof, - is  t00 - ordinarily Put. 
upon the Rack, and. by. overſtratning it, 
it ſerves only for a pompous Show, and 
is of -n0 neal uſe.at all.., T, Dotor, 
Comber - hath often expreſſed bimſelf in 
ſuch a manner, as would juſhifie ſome keen 
Reflections, yet _ this. Author hath forborn 
ahem, becauſe he would nos- -willing(y,\0X- 
aſperatc eny .m4n:of., Learning. or Inge- 
hey; And therefore he hath. mainly de- 
terinined. bintſetf 14014 fair \Re preſentati- 
on of. phe 9rAQLAQTIIES, hich be 
hopes can weld.010:\ffence-10 Any men: of, 
anltber ind. bereft mhiid 
nl be Azzpher. lof, the: following Papers 
oth think .i\thet\. 15:40- .Lyzturgies right 
nh, ailifulk PRefrounſal welevely. Hiſtory ) 
of th ratio) Jane. Ks ald. betas 
ken .ofrlags varidus aſe. of __ Licurz 
ay inthe, Chtiitian »Ghurgh, \ and of the 
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, — time'when jonas fol nfſed n#h'-1hes- 
| Yithieſs © of  fignification,' My: Clarkfon 
bath aſſigned 'it, in" bis" ſtating the point. 
For he ſaith, It was at firſt of a+ very. 
general importante,” and was not limited: 
7 Publick Offices; * That” whert it cante 
t0'be uſed in''a more appropriate ſenſe, 
it 'was applied particalarly to every Pub- 
lick Ofhce, * Ard that after it was' in a: 
Jpecitl manner appropriated to Forms of 
Prayer; it hai not for a long time; that 
firitineſs of fignification it has in' Mr. 
Charkfon's flating the matter. And he 
farther. \conreives', that this 'is 'nat wy 
& ſionification of a Liturgy as. uſed. 
gps mare the Church of England: 
Therefore he thinks, that" inftead of _—_ 
outing to prove the Antiquity of Liturgiecs 
in tar P5. pa ſhould . 4 capers. 
zo reflifie the miltalke \which hath unhap- 
pily: ariſen toncerning a\Liturgy, as \in- 
joyned and uſed\ir bur Charch., © 
 Heving given you thiS\uccount-of the. Aw- 
this," and his deſign inthe following Papers, 
1 leave you to peruſe the' Papers\ them- 
ſelves, and judge to as you ſhall ſee fit, whe- 
An ther 
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To the Reader, 
ther the Doflor have produced ſubſtantial 
Proof, that Liturgies, or Preſcribed Forms 
of Prayer, were only, and unvariably uſed 
in the Chriſtian Church duing the Three 
Firſt Centuries. 
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T0 | INI ISS  ASDEIOT ES TINTED 
EX AMIN ATION 


©Dr.CO M B E R $ Tenant 


1 FOR 


; LITU R G' if E: s 


( Pen the three Firſt Cenrurks) Or: 


RAP > 7 0 OI 
1 BOUT the middle of the laſt month, 
I received, by yourorder, *Dr. Combers 
<Scholaſtical Hiſtory ofthe' Primitive and 
* General uſe of Liturgjes jt: the Chriſtian 
* Church ;\ together with: yn Anſwer"to 
© Mr. Darid Clarkſon's late Diſcourſe concerning Litur- 
« gies, I now.return/you my thanks for it s' and T' 
would bave done it ſooner;but that ſome buſineſſes call- 
ed me from homerimmediarely after. received:it, even 
before Thad/time to peruſe it.': F'now'certifie: you 25H 
> rhat [| haverread it: And I doherewithſend/yon what ' | 
' I take to be a true account. of..the' meaning of thoſe * 
Teſtimonies the DoCtor doth alledge in the three firſt 
Certurys, 'tor Liturgies. © I' forbear iniany Refle&ions, 
which ſeveral paſſages in the OY wouldgive: rY 
aban- 


—— 


(2) 
abundant occaſion for; My deſign is little more than 
juſt to preſent you with the Doctor's quotations in 
their plain- and entire fenfe. © Your -opmernr of the 
Dodor's performance, I perſwade my ſelf, 1s not ſuch, 
as will prejudice you again evidence. I therefore 
leave you tojadge, whether his Authorities be to his 
puzpolt, an wikthe his ferences be (@ rational, as 
te pretends his Riſtory is Schots/firdl 5 and wither 
his Book may properly be ſard ro contain an Anſwer 
to Mr. Clarkſox's Diſcourſe of Liturgies. 

You wil-make the cafien amd {more jult determina- 
tion, if the matter be firſt a little ſlated : for then you 
will perceive what the Dotar ſhould prove ; And 
whether what he offers for proof, do reach the point 
he Wath walertaken to diſconrle. EIS fan 

Therefore you muſt be ſure to remember , that 
Mr.-Clark/ows, far enough from aſſerting, thet Forms 
of Prayer are intrinſically evil. * He does not deny 
* but there were ſome Forms of Prayer of old, viz, 
* Arbitrary and particular, ſuch as this or that: perfon 
* eompoſed himfel, or'made clioice ' of, compoled by 
* oxhers,; for! his uſe- 3n pablick. He owhs the Lords 
© Prayer was uſed anciently;, tho far otherwiſe/vhrv. of 
* late; He giants that divers Churches had &#/certan 
* ordes, wherein'they agreed 40 adminiſter te fevers? 
* parts of worſhip; and: particularly the fevesalsia.the 
# Sacraments, ſoas eacty had ws known and fixed place. 
* That this-order was ſctled. in fome Churches by cu- 
* ſtorm, art$ im ſome: there was wv time a Rule tor it. 
* He-ſaith-ahere. was alſo ſome: kind of uniformity in 
© their Sacramontal rs, that: is,; a genera} agree 
; m_ to pray: ton the: ſamerthings, tho:notin the fame 
*war b17 & ; 

_ He expreſ]y relates what! it is, which is the point 
18 difpute: And. declines: < That by prefcribing Forms 


arc 


(3) 
© ave meant; fnchas art impoſedarpon the Adminiſim- 
| -+ pox, {0 -as thoſe muſt . be uſed; and no other; nor 
© otherwiſe, wathout adding, detrafting, or tranſpo- 
* ſing.. | This iC {aith Mr. Clarksan ) is it which is dent- 
© ed, That in the Ancient Church, for many ages after 
«Chriſt, ſuch Liturgzes and Forins of Prayer werecom- 
© monly impoſed on thoſe-who adminifired the Bacra- 
* ments! as are before deſcribed. | 

Thus you ſce what was denied, as well as what was 
granted by MrClarkzon, and therefore what the Do- 
ctor was to prove. Tt the Dothor's ionsbe nGt 
hometo this point, they do/not reach that for-which 
he doth pretend. to p 
the firſt ties Centuries his' Authorittes do amount to 
a proof of what is in diſpute; yea or fo much as of 
Forms of Prayer, you may conclude as you ſhall fee 
ies when you have conſidered the Glowing! account 
of them. 

Before I enquire into the paſſages the Doctor. doth 
quote for the proof of Liturgies in the particular Cey- 
turies, as they come in their order, T will take notice 
of a few pa NE _ which occur 1 _ his: Diſcourſe concern- 
eng the Gron Litargies in Holy Scripture, which 
6 up fame == betarehe his entrance on 
the Firſt Century. - > 

*The Doctor ſaith the Holy Bible makes it a 
* that the People of God, from the begin id ge- 
* gerally uſe; Farms of Prayer and Prafſes in their Pub- 
*lick' worſhip. Now ſuppoling this to 'be''true, to 
make 1t'! neach the wat y he ſhould prove 
they did not, nor might nor wſe anyPrayersor Praiſes, 
but thoſe very Forms; © Yea (ſaith the renter 

* preſeribes 2 Formof Prayerfor thepemtent Fews, and 
es them ito take words awith them, and turn to 
_ Lard and fay, Tate" you il Iarevity," &c. Hol. 
14.2, 


ce them. And whether for . 


P. 6. 


Idemn. 


(4) 


14. 2 3,4. Tis true, God. doth comtnand them to 
ht words in their Ptayers, | and'direCts'them what fort 
. of -words to uſe ; but let the Door anſwer when lic 
thinks fit, whether God doth bind them to'uſe no words 
but what are there mentioned 2 /* But further, 
* Forms of Prayer and Praiſe were indited by the $pirir 
* of: .God for the. publick ſervice of the Temple; and 
*commande(] by the Lordto be: uſed there. Is the 1n- 
ference: from 'hence plain and juſt; Therefore men 
may deviſe Prayersof their own, and oblige the Church 
to uſe theſe, and none but theſe. 
The Doftor refers to:DoGtor Zammard and Dofor 
. Lightfoot, fox proof that the: Jews had a fixed Liturgy 
whether their. proof: be: ſolid: touching that matter, 
--would be too great-a diverſion to inquire. But if oc. 
caſion required, I ſhould not be afraid to undertake to 
-produce the Authorities thoſe: two. Learned Doctors 
build their proof, upon, for ſome things, the Learn- 
ed' will not allaw, we-mult acquieſce in upon their 
teſtimony. | S141 [456 14-107 £ | 
. 1 will not inſiſt on the. difference betwixt the Jew- 
yh and Chriſtian,Church-Srate. For we may-ſuppole, 
Forms might-,be of, gencral-uſe* among the Jews; and 
'Fct there: be na-yeceliny.of:an expreſs.abrogation! of 
that way, to warrant peoples addrefling themſelves 
publickly.to God in another way than by ftinted Forms. 
For Prayer being commanded, and there being two 
ways wlirein-this'dity. might. be performed, viz. by 
Atinted; Forms, and by expreſſing themfelves truly, ac- 
cording |to gengral-Ogeafions;, and particular Emergen:- 
ci5»1] There appears not any: neceſlity: that the uſe of 
Forms, as. to the Lawfulneſs thereof, muſt of neceſſity 
'be.abrogated, in:order: to it's being Lawful ro uſe the 
.other Ways But; it; we :Would proſecute the Dottors 
way of, Arguing n, this: octafion; :aright,' fornrhing 
| | s J clic 


-- 


(s) 
eſſe witl follow than what the DoQtor doth conclude, 
even: what the DoCtor, I arh perſwaded, would not 
be'r'very willing' to ſtand to. * For ſeeing the Jews 
« did worthip God acceptably, @c. by ſet Forms, and 
Chriſt and his Apoſtlesdid joyn in theſe Forms, and 
* never reprove the Jews for uſing them. The moſt 
obvious inference will be, That'Chriſtians muſt now 
uſe thoſe very Forms, and none bat them, unleſs thoſe 
Forms be abrogated, and a poſitive inſtitution of o- 
ther Forms be lett upon Record, either in the Goſpels, 
or Epiſtles, For by the Doctors diſcourſe, the Dilci- 
ples had Forms of Prayers, which mult certainly be 
Jewiſls Formis, and Chriſt only taught them another 
Form, wich they were to add to thole they had be- 
tore; yea, according to what the Doctor relates, the 
Lord Jeſus, when he provided his Diſciples a New 
Form to be added tothe reſt, was not only fo far from 
diſcharging people, and ſetting his Dilciples free from 
the ſtinted way of Liturgies,' but from their obligation 
to the Jewiſh Forms, *That he would confine himſclt 
fin the very Prayer he made them (whereby they 
*wereto be known trom all others, to be his Diſciples) 
*to- the Jewiſh Liturgy ;'ſo that there ſhould not te 
«one :{entence in his Prayer, 'but what he took our of 
* the Jewith Prayersithen 1n uſe. | 
\, Now thoſe who devote themſelves to ſuch notions as 
theſe, : may do well to conſider, whether if it be fo (as 
the Dottor reportes) that Chriſt took every lentence 
of his Prayer out of ithe Jewiſh Prayers, and taught it 
his Diſciples, that; they might add it to' their other 
Forms (which were Jewiſh) the obligation to ule this 
as 'a Form of Prayer, / and to uſe:thoſe other Forms, 
to-which they were to add it, be not of equal durati- 
on?:-But alas! whether. will fome mens'pretences to 
reading hurry them 2 What workwill be Ty” 
134 anity 
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ſtianity, if the forced conceptions of ſome men who 


would be thought to have read much muſt be enter- 
tained 2 Some do repreſent matters in ſuch a manner, 
as if they had a mind to perſwade people, that the 
Lord Jelus was anointed with the Spirit, only to ſup- 
ply the meannels of his education, not to mable him 
to form and compoſe a Prayer himſelf, but only tocol- 
le& and cull ſentences out of other peoples Prayers, and 
then put them together into one form. Not many 
years ago other matters were repreſented at ſuch a 
rate, by another hand, asf the Spirit had been given 
to the Apoſtles to furniſh them immediately (becauſe 
they had not been bred to ſuch matters) with Philo- 
ſopmical notions, and ſome critical niceties, and parti- 
cularly was given to St. Fohy to inable tim to write his 
Epiſtle in a Platonick ſtrain. How far this ſort iof deal- 
ing may ſerve a particular intereſt for a while, I will 
not inquire. But it hath no probable tendency to pro- 
mote the main deſign of Chriſtianity, 

© The Door (ſaith that Qhriſt 1n giving his Diſci- 
* ples a new Form (when they deſired hum to teach 
* them to pray) and Coppyingthe ſeveral Petitions out 
* the Jewtth Liturgy, inſtead of antimatang that he in- 
*tended to. reform the old method. of praying \by 
*Forms, did ſhew his approbation-of praying to God 
*11-a preſcribed Form, But he might with as much 
clearnefs have puſht his inference from thoſe premi- 
{es further, viz. That be did ſhew this approbation 
( at leaſt ) of is Followers compating Forms of 
Prayer (1f they are to compoſe any for conftant pub- 
lick uſe) :only out of the JewiſhLiturgies. I may fur- 
ther mind you that the Doctor doth ordinarily dif- 
courle too looſely concerning Forms of Prayer, asnot 
being mindful of what he hath wndentakento difcourſe 
of. For-if he find any words uſed .in Prayer, which 


Vere 
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(7) 


wert to be met with afry whereelfe before, thoſe words 
he F for proof that the whole Prayer was a 
Form. ' Thtis *Chrift uſed 4 Forms of Prayer on the 
*Crols (fanh'the Dottor) extratted out of the 220. 
$ Pſalm, which begins, My God, ty God, why buſt then 
forfaken m7 Bot pray wits did exratt the Petitions, 
and put them ints' 4 Form for him, and oblige him e- 
yen on that oecafon to uſe noother words, bunt what 
were ready provided to his hand. 

Ir the' next Paragraph the Doftor freely grants, 
Febat the Lords Prayer is not only a Form, bat alſo a 
«chreftion todraw other Forms by ; ſo char we are not 
* confined to the uſe of rhis Prayer, but have Liturgics 
' which are drawn up by the Lords Prayer. But if we 
are not limited co the Lords Prayer, but may uſe Lz- 
' targjes which are no other word*, Fut juch as are agretable 
0 it, both as to the Form and Matter of them ( which is 
but an odd fort of expreſſion to fall from a Learn- 
ed Dottor ) why may not Miniſters, keeping to'the di- 
reftion of the Lords Prayer, ufe other words than 
thoſe' which are in the Liturgy, as well as thoſe who 
arefor Liturgies may uſe other words then thoſe which 
are in! the Lords Prayer > This Conceſſion we have 
from the'Do&or upon bis taking notice that Mr. C/ark- 
fon had faid, that the Lords Prayer was antiently uſed, 
but nor our of any apprehenfion char Chriſt did, in 
Mat. 6, injoyn his' Diſciples to uſe it. Mr. Clartſos 
ſhews that ſome emment perſons, both antient and 
more hate Writers, were of this opinion; whether his 
quoting fo many for that particular, was to rhe pur- 
poſe; ] leave the indifferent Reader ro determine. But 
becauſe the Doctor faith, Maldoxwat only tells us, we ard 
wot always bound to uſe thoſe very words. F would de- 
fire you to take norice, that Maldonar's words are, Non 
bis neceſario verbis, &c. Which I: conceive do rather 


ſignt- 


(8) 
fignifie, we are  not' abſolutely. bound:to uſe thoſe 
very -words at any /time. -- But take 1the words if 
you pleaſe, according to the Doctors interpretation, - 
if he think Maldonat in the right, -prov idedſuch 
a conſtruction. may.be borrowed for his words, that 
is, That we are-not always bound to wſe: our Lords 
very words; I would gladly know then, how we 
catne to be bound to ufe always other people's 
words. | 

The Door next ſpeaks of a Gift cf Prayer, which 
he. repreſents, as if we were to underftand by it, -* ari 
* extraordinary. aſſiſtance of the Spirit to teaohrmen new 
*words and phraſes in ordinary caſes, and for their dai- 
«ly prayers. Whereas by the gift of Prayer, no.more 
is\meant, than an Ability to repreſent the ſentiments 
of a Soul duly afte&ted with the general and particu 
lar {ubje& matters.of Prayer, .in proper-and ſuitable 
expreſſions, and ſuciias are proper to beget, and excite, 
and improve ſuch; Reſentments, and' Aﬀe@ior in 
thoſe who ſhall hear and join in the uſe of them, for 
that purpoſe. The gift of Prayer, foberly conſidered; 
does not imply any neceſſity ( as the DoCtor hints ) 
conſtantly to vary,. and uſe all new. words, Indeed 
the exerciſe of this gift cabnot very well conſiſt with 
an obligation conſtantly to uſe the very ſame words. 
Nor 1s it uſually - pretended, that this is an extraordi- 
nary gitt of the Spirit; but'as by the bleſling of the 
Spirit, the Heartor Soul comes to have a lively appre- 
henſion, and affeQtionate ſenſe of what is to be ſubject 
matter of prayer; fo the perſon; who is thus inward- 
ly diſpoſed, bathordinarily a readineſs to expreſs him- 
ſelf 1n words, which bear ſome, proportions to the dif, PO= 
ſition of his Soul and Spirit,and which are very proper 
to kindle and excite the. like affeftions, diſpoſitions, 
and inclinations incothers whado ſeriouſly attend.unto 


them, * 


| We to 2 6 Ss 
them. '*'Tho there are ſome particular words very per- 
*tinent to be uſed in prayer, for general or particular 
- *mercies, yet there maybe other words . every jot as 
© pertinent, which being uſed as occaſion offers, may be 
more ſerviceable , and contribute more, -to further 
the common or more appropriate end of Publick 
Prayer,than.the conſtant uſe of the other words. The 
Lords 'Prayer * doth' comprehend the whole of 
Prayer, But yet thoſe who are moſt for Liturgies, 
are for having, other Forms ſramed , wherein the 
ſame things ares asked in other words. | Now thoſe ju- 
dictous perſons who pray for the fame things which. 
are Re for in preſcribed Forms , without tyin 

themiclves up ſtrictly to the words uſed in thoſe 
Forms, do differ no more from the Forms which 
have-not their words in them, than_thoſe Forms do 
from the Lords Prayer. . And if the: variation. of 
Forms from 'the Lords Prayer may be truly be- 
neficial and 'advantagious unto the people, why may 
not the like variations from. Humane Forms be 
equally advantagious ? I will propound one thing the 
more to explain this matter, which more nearly 
rdatesto the Doftor, He hath pataphraſed the ſeve- 
rat Prayers in our Common- Prayer Book, ſo that the 
particular Prayers in that Book, are by his labour, and 
induſtry, and pift, made larger, and expreſſed in 0- 
ther words. "The ſame things are requeſted, Sc. in 
lis larger Prayers,' which are requeſted in the ſhorter 
Prayers in our Ccmmon Book. Now let him conſider 
wherher he had not ſach apprehenfions, and affeft- 
ons in his mind and foul, relating to' the particufars' 
petitioned, and confelled, &c, in the Prayers contain- 
ed in our Common Book, at that time, as he thought 
might be more commodiouſly and advantagiouſly ex- 
preſſed and repreſented, than x were by the "_ 

ule 


P. 16, 
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afed in the Book 8 Or whether. ſuch 6 broffions did 
not occur'to him as his thought would, .if, duly, ata 
rended to, help peoples deygtions Ne than the ye« 
ry words of the Common Frajers would by thumſelyes 2 
He certainly had forme deſig in varying and altering 
the og s.; and T am.willing to beheve he had ag ho, 
nelt deſign. Now if bis uſing other expreſſions about 
the ſame 'matter, and alteripg Forms of Prayer, ſo,ag 
to make of ſhort Prayers long ones, is of real ule to, 
promote devotion, why way no others variations be 
in their meaſure vi cful 06? If, it ſhould be ſaid, that 
his variations, are not to be uſed _pyblickly, I ask whe- 
ther they be ever. the better for that? Or whether, his 
variations are the'more Wehals becauſe, only for private 
uſe ?, What hinders, but 1}, thoſe variations, are pro- 
per to anſwer the, ends for which they were dgvj- 
ed viz. the helping of people, to perform the duty. 

| Prayer, with more ynderRanging, and better affe- 
QJons, "other. variations in publick may. be <qually uſe», 
ful, > * OS, - 

if as the DoQor doth grant, *every good, man may 
* by the ordinary; aſſiſtance of the ſpirit, be. moved to. 
* pray with Devotzon and Fervency : hat is ($1, con-, 
fie) may haye, his, ſoul, clightned, and. paſſeſled, 
with a true apprehenſion and, knowledge of his ſpiri-, 
tual concernments, and, vigorouſly affected with, them, 
and carried out towards God, in, tervent deſires, incli- 
nations, and afteons. ſuitably to his. preſent. occaſi- 
ons 3. What reaſgn can be IE why, he may not- 


by the ordinary afliſtange. of. the .i 


4 # 


pirit be.jnabled;ro, 
expreſs his.inward, reſentments, in proper expreſſions? 
The gift of utterance. being the gift of the ſpirit, as well. 
as other gifts. Mens. diſcourſes are. uſually. apſwerable 
ro their apprehenſions and affeftions, What, wedark- 
ly apprehend, we expreſs obſcurely : and what-we un- 

P WO LPs | Hs der- 


( is ) _— 
"verflind BiiAR(y and cleatly; we diſcourſe of plattily. 
" The principal. thing,” ititiftd, iti Prayer is the fratfie 


andadtings of our Souls ; theinwitd exerciſe of Faith, 


ws. is coneetning ole thir by way of Office is 
to pertorm this duty in the Hearitig of others fo as 


e 
moſt uſe words, and if he reftratn,bimſelf to the WARES 
deviſed and put together by others, and theſe wards 
donor fo well expreſs and r 


of Prayer, as others which do occur unto him, and 
which he could very pertinently make uſe of for tht 
purpofe 3, he c4tnot be truly faid to'pray in' or by the 
Spirit; according to the tull' import of..that pliraſe: 
©Bur, faith the Dofot, then no man in the Publick 
* Aſſemblies, doth pray in the Spirit, but the'Miniſter, 
*for the Miniſter alone conceives the Prayer; and it 1s 
*a Fort to'the whote Congregation, who mult, pray 
%n his words, - To which I anſwer, That, the matter 
in difpure' at preſent, is only concerning him that offi- 
ciates. B<fides, it is not a Forth to the Congregation, 
faking a Form in the ſenſe we are now diſcourling of. 
But the Congregation may; joyn in the Spirntual Pers 
formante of this Duty; aCing graces ſuitably to the 
occafions which are ad miniſtred; and, ith proyipg, for, 
this purpoſe,” the Abilities God, hath a rages 
others, in, "order tothe furthering and promoting of 
mar. devotiotf. This is the Mabe! ich pertains unto 
rhe Congregation atthit time 3- t] 2 Me being called 
to exprets vocally their mward reſentments, (during 
f 14 | - A ſ 


the 
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the Miniſters officiating in this, p:rformange ) in the 
fitteſt expreſſions they are. able... TAO 95; 1 

The Dottor ſeems to be. of the opinion, that: in the 
Apoſtles days, there was an extraordinary -giit of 
Prayer which ſome did partake. of, and that their 
Prayers were Divine Revelations, * They. being tmme- 
© diately furniſhed by theSpirit, both with the Matter 
and” Words of their Prayers; and that theſe Prayers 
* were written down, and after that gift failed, they 
*wete preſerved and uſed by the Church, and were 
* tranſmitted down to us by their Syucceſlors. . So that 
by this ſort of 'diſcourſing, our Liturgies are Divine 
Revelations; But the Doctor hath none of the Anci- 
ents;but St. Chryſoſtom to vouch. for an Extraordinary 
Gift of Prayer in. the Primitive Times. Tht: 1s cer- 
tain, before the Liturgies now extant, or any part of 
them which is not expreſly contained in the Books 
of the O/d and New Teſtament, will be owned by. good 
Cliriſtians and ſound Proteſtants for Divine Revelati- 
ons, very ſubſtantial particular proof muſt be made 
of their being ſuch. - To father Liturgics in ſuch an 
arrogant preſumptuous manner, on the Holy Spirit, is 
not the way to bring them into credit with judicious 
and ſerious people. It: may effetually provoke God 
to pour forth'in a little time ſo much contempt upon 
them, they ſhall never get into repute any more. 
This 1s further certain, that our lateſt Liturgies have 
ſome prayers in them, which by the very make of 
them, any ordinary perſon may perceive they were 
not compar by Divine Taſpiration. And if the 0+ 
ther could be proved to be of ſuch an original, ſure- 
ty theſe will not deſerve to be thought the more ve- 
nerable, meerly . becauſe they have been added unto 
them. Heving faid thus much concerning ſome paſ- 


# wo 7 » DTS ; p Op Ay . '* 0. | - 
fages 1n the Dofors Introduftion, before he enters 
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upon-.the Firſt Century ; I will now briefly conſider 
the. Teſtimonies he doth alledge. for Liturgics 


bn tle Firſt Century, 


And he Jabours firſt of all to prove what he hath 
undertaken, by-;' aſſerting that *the F/znes ( who 
I, ak been believed by diverslearned men to be Chri- 
* ſtians) had Forms 'ot Prayer, for Foſephns faith they 
*uſed Prayers which they received trom their Foreta+ 
* thers, which muſt be Forms 5 and Phi!o faith they 
*did (ing alternately ; and Enſebius calls theſe, the 
*Hymns ſung among(t us Chriſtians. And that ex- 
*cellent Hiſtorian labours to prove theſe Eſſenes 
* were. Chriſtians by this Argument amongſt tome 
* others, Becauſe they prayed and ſung Hymns 1n ſer 


* Forms, as the Chriſtians uſe to do; Thus far the £46. 1117. 175, 


Doftor, And Ido readily acknowledge that Eaſebius 
doth , indeayour from what he finds in Philo, to 
prove the Eſſexes to be Chriſtians: And particularly 
trom their way of ſinging Pſalms, and Hymns. Bur 


he doth not ſay one word of their having ſet Forms 


of Prayers : That they prayed in ſet Forms, as the Chri- 
flians uſe to, do, is the DoRor's own (ſaying, for Eſe- 
bius doth neither ſay the Eſſenes had Forms of Prayers, 
nor that the Chriſtians did uſe any. And yet Eſeb;- 
us doth fay, That Philo's Book doth comprehend init 
the Rules of rke Church, Tis inzancize ett ye nayeras, 
Valefus thinks this. doth import, that that Book did 
contain in it all theRules or Canons which were ob- 
ſerved by the Chriſtian Church-in Enſebzus's rime. 


P, 28, Te 
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Further, Euſcbius doth gather out of that Book what: 


he thought was proper to ihew how exa&aly theſe Efe- 
ves, .and the Chriſtians did agree in tlieir Feeleftaftical 
Afairs, as. be. bumſelt aſſures us in the Chapter (before: 


reterred 


bs. 
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referredunto ; Aud yet ſaith not one word of praying 

by fet Forms ;._ which rather -intimates | there wete 
ſet Forms of Prayer uſed by the Chriſtians in his time, 
ſeeing he omits the mention of the Forms the Fſſenes 
uſed, if as Joſephus reports the Eſſenes had Forms of 

Prayer. | Rte 
In the next-place the Doftor thinks he Watha proof 
of Liturgies' in Clemens Romanus. But Whoever confi- 
ders Clemens, will ſoon perceive that the pallages the 
Door hath been pleaſed to quote, are nothing at all 
to the preſent purpoſe. For Clemens had been perſwa- 
ding the Corinthians to lead a godly life,” and to abſtain 
from all kinds of vices; and to behave themſelves with 
ſuch reſpe& and kindne(s one towards' another, as did 
become them : And particularly he prefles them all to 
obſerve the Offices and Duties which did pertain to 
them according to their particular ſtations, capacities, 
conditions, places, gifts, endowments and acquirements, 
certifying them, that whatever ſtate and conditton any 
man was in, whether he were rich or poor, ſtrong or 
weak, he had ſome ſpecial bulineſs to-mind ; or what- 
ever his endowments and acquirements were, whe- 
ther he were wiſe, humble, chat, &e. thele were re. 
ceived from the Lord; and he muft give' God thanks 
tor them. He faith that there is. ſome bufinefs and 
work God hath obliged every man unto, anſwerabfe 
to the ſtate and circumſtances he is in ; and this ap- 
pearing to beſo, by the Holy' Scriptures, we all ought 
ro do. the Offices God hath enjoined us, according as' 
our circumſtances' are, in the order and manntier he” 
hath appointed them to- be' done.” Ini fhort,. he tells 
rhemny that: people have 2 dependance one upon; anv., 
ther, and God hath provided/ every mar, whatever 
his- condition is, - a'buſinefs, office and work,” (-whith: 
Clemens names-alwfte )' which'he is" to! atrertd ' unto; 
doing 


( 15 ) 
KUNEATEY part of his Work, or Liturgy, in the man- 
nee, God haih preleribed,: and in the ſeaſon he bath\ap» 
ointed, and. what ever good he doth enjoy, or excel- 
ent qualification he 1s endued. with, he ts wholly be- 
Oden tO God, for it, and muſt therefore be careful to 
ps thanks: unzQ;him tor it. This he confirms, and 
ullzates by ſhewing that among the Jews, the High- 
prieſt hag, his buſinets, and the Priefls had theirs, ard 
the Levites theys, and the People had their works, 
which they were all in their ſeveral ſtations to at- 
tend , unto. and perform ; - trom whence he: inforces 
his, exkertatyon to the Corinthians, that they would all 
mind, thezy own buſineſs, do the work which God had 
appointed, them in; their places, be content with their 
own ſtation, give God thanks for what they had, keep- 
wg.a;g00d conpſceence, ordering themſelves modeſtly, 
decently, not tranſgreiing the bound God had fixed 
for.ievery perſphs Work; Office, or Liturgy 5 teas@& tilt. ad Co- 
uudy, eINAgei, w mh, din Teyuds inyacurele $45, & ayals wa." eart. Heb 
, - k e |, A , * Met. Page $3» 
Curerd\nge Viragyal, KN Tarr Ba'ywy TOY! @eroftiyey ThE Ati] vg pies 
Ev Etvorc, oo CELYCTHNTE, 
.- What the DoQor-alledgeth from Pliny, refers only 
to; ſinging of Plalms, or Hymns. - Indeed he would 
ian draw .in Prayers along with-chem, . though his 
Author, ſay never a word concerning/ their Prayers, 
much: leſs that they prayed conſtantly 1 the uſe of 
Forms,. which were impoſed upon them. The Dottor 
lays that *Plinies Account. agrees' exactly with that 
*:of the. Eſjexes, and they having Forms of Prayer,” we 
*muſt;contlude the Chriſtians had alſo. inquire not 
what: veceſlity there is: to conclude thus. Concerning 
the, Eſſenes, and their agreement with the Chriſtians, 
I'have ſpoken already. Nor is Plnies Account exact, 
it: we bclieve the Account Eyſeb.us doth give of the 


Eſſengs. 
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The Doctor hath but one Author more to quote in 

this Century for Liturgics, and that is /gwatius. © And 

Foviis Wil becauſe lTanatius hath theſe words, uie Ieiors : He con- 

Te evrd & cludes he hath a ſolid proof of a fixed Liturgy. Bur 
To 7899W- if you conſult /gvatius his Epiſt. ad Mages. You will 
X! *#% 9?" nd that the DoGtor hath not given the plain ſcnſe of 
_— the p!ace. He is perſwading them of Magnefia, not to 
xe'd, v7 18s, be offended with, or contemn their Biſhop, becauſe 
vie iris, of his youth, but to reverence him, and adhere firm- 
&c. Iv ro his Communion, and come all together in? 7d av} 
ſenat. 24 Crranſlate it how you pleaſe) to Prayer, that ſo their 

Mcgnes. » Prayer and Supplication might be one. /gnarias doth 


S rbted not call their Prayer and Supplication one, becauſe 


they uſed one Form of Prayer, but on the account of 

Curr (EYET8, EE i 

&c. id, their joyning tegether in the pertormance of that 
Duty. His next quotation out of /gwativs ad :Smirn. 
1s no more to his purpoſe than the former! Such ex- 


preſſions there are in the Epiſtte as the -DoCtor doth 
mention ; but I think, if you confider the Epiſtle you 
will readily- perceive that they do import-no more 
than his declaration, that their Biſhops Commumon 
was Orthcdox ard Sound, Divine Ordinances beirg 
celebrated 1n his Church as they ought to be ;-there- 
tore he weuld have them adhere firmly to his Co6m- 
munion, who will not perform himſelf, or allow o©- 
thers to perform the Celebration of the Euchariſt or 
Baptiſm, otherwiſe than the Scripture doth warrant, 
And all that he faith of this kind, 1s only to ſecure the 
people, from, partaking in any adminiitratigns which 
:1ght be corrupted by thoſe who were infefed; atcord: 
wg tro the account he gave in the former part of the 
Epiſile. Burt there is not a word of preſcribed'/Forms 
that | can find in the whole Epiſtle, It ſeems a litt'e 
oY {irange to me, the DoCtor ſhould be ſo concerned to 
© have /gratius (according to Sccrates his Relation) own- 


. To 


24, 
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, port of this matter, as it 15 in Socrates 15 generally, by 
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ed to be the firſt that brought the uſage of ſinging By way 
of Antiphon? into the Church of Antioch ; And tnar bis 
thould pretend that Theodoret's filente, concerning this 
matter, might proceed from his taking it for granted and 
ſupp "ſing it was genzrall; owned an4 known For the re- 


Leirned men, paſled over as Fabi:lous and Chimerical; 

and Theedoret is as politive, and expreſs that Flavi- 

anus and Dr dorus were the firſt that brought that way 

of Singing into that Church, as an Hiſtorian can well 

be. His words are theſe ( (peaking of Flavimmus and 

Diodorus) #roa wegro S1ys Divxivle; mh; rav Yannorta! yore, Theodor, Ec: 
3 HMafoyins adery Thy Azvirme if, Petey ured av. And Va cles. Hiſt, !th.2. 
lefrus certifics that Theod rus Movpſueſtenus who lived © 2+ 

at the ſame time with Flavianus and Di:dorus, doth Arnnor. in His, 
teſtific the very ſame thing, declaring that they had & #* Rm 
it from the Syri22s, Having given you this account of Pe 
the Dotors Qi12tations out of the Wruers 1n the firſt 

Century, I will confider what Evideacehe hath for 


Liturgies 
In the Se:ond Century. 


The firſt piſſge he alledgeth in this Century is out 
of [ ucian ( as he truly faith ) « jearing Pagan The 
Dottor is of opinion that the Religious Aittembly he 
deſcribes, was a Chriſtian Church. I think he had a 
deſign to ridicule all R-ligious Worſhip, and the bet- 
ter to eff? his deſign, he junbles ſome things in the 
Chriſtian Worſhip, and ſome things in the Pagan Wor- 
ſhip toge:her, adding alſo what did occur, to him, 
which he thought would contribute to rhe rendering 
of a Religious Aſſzmbly thoroughly diverting, ang 
grateful to a prophane Genius. The paſſage the Do- |. Fog 


@tor quotes out of this Author is this ; 7s coxls av9 we, 
D Tos 
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Te; agfd err, &; TW roxvaruuer ad lw os TWO enmibers. That 
Prayer which began with the Fath'r, and ended with the 
Hymn of many Names. Now Lucian doth not ſay, that 
he heard this Praver in that Aſlembly which hath 
been deſcribed in that Dialogue. But acquaints him, he 
had brought in relating what paſicd there, that he had 
not ' paticnce to hear any more of that fort of ſtuff, 
attd thata farther diſcourſe about fuch matters, would 
hate the ſame elſe on him, as a tory would, con- 
cerning a Prayer beginning and ending as is before men- 
tioned, Which though Falian raight deſign as a re- 


* fle&iron on the Chriſtians way ot Praying, yet for 


evght I know, it tmports no more, than if you ſhould 
tell me a Story of peoples beginning their Prayer, as if 
they worſhipped but one perſon,and yet ſhould conclude 
their Prayer in fuch a manner, as if they had been Pray- 
mg all the while to a great many perſons. The Do- 
tor thinks that Lacian doth by this Prayer - mean the 
whole Communion Office. / But this is only conjecture. 


. I will ay no more of that, but only mind you, thar 


when the DoCtor ſuſpefted his evidence for Liturgics 
in this Century would not be very clear, he aſſigned 
this for his Reaſon ; * We have no Authors, who had 
*occafion to Write particularly of the Church Service, 
© which they'cared not to publiſh, leſt the Pagans un- 
*der whom they lived,ſhould deride or blaſpheme their 
*Sacred Myſteries. And yetin the next Page, to ſerve 
2 turn we rhuſt have the moſt jearing Pagan that Age 
did afford atimirrted' to take a view of thew Admini- 
ſtration daring their whole Communion Office. But 
ſuppoſe Lacian was really at a Chriſtian Aſſembly, 
and did hear ther&a Prayer which began with the Fa- 
ther, and ended with an acknowledgement of, and an 
aſcription of Glory and Honour, in variety of expreſſi- 
ons,to every Perſon in the Trinity (as is very ufual wich 


tho'e 
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thoſe who do not bind themſelves in all their Prayers, to 


a preciſe number of words ) might not he give that de- 
ſcription of that Prayer,which is before related, and yet 


there be no preſcribedLirurgy impoſed on thatAtlembly > 


The next Author, the DcCtor hath recourle unto, 
is Juſtin Martyr. Whether Tuſtin Martyr, undertaking 
to write an Apology for the Chriftiags, and wu par- 
ticular for their Church Service,had notoccalion to write 
particularly of their Church Service, [ leave the indiffe- 
rent and unprejudicedReader to judge. The Doftor doih 
acknowl:dge that *he doth often ſpeak of the Chriſti 
*an Allemblies, and of the ſoveral Duties there per- 
* formed, &c. Now if they were tied up to rhe 
conſtant ule of a preciſe number of Words in their 
Prayers, tho he might not think it convenient to re- 
port their words, yet what can be imagined to ob- 
ſtruct his declaring they did celebrate their Offices in 
ſtinred Forms? But, ſaith the Doftor)* when Juſtin Mar. 
* tyr mentions Baptiſm, he only ſaith, They are taught 
*to Faſt and Pray, and ask of God the yorgiweneſs of 
* **their former Sins, and beirg brought where water 18, 
$ they are Regenerated in the fame manner-as we were 
*Regeneratedz from whence the DuCtor inlers, that 
* even in his time they began to-conceal the particular 
£ manner of Celebrating theſe Myſlgries. 'Now T-con- 
ccive the DoEor is under ſome miſtake, as to this 
Paſſoge : for Juſtin Martyr doth immediately relate in 
what manner they were Regencrated. They are Re- 
gcyerated inthe ſame manner as we were Regenerated ; for 
C {faith Juftin Martyr) they are then waſhed in Water, 
in the Name of the Father of all things, and 'Lord God, 
and of our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, and of the Holy Ypirit. 


lhis, 


Juſt. Mar- 
Apol, 2. 


And then he proceeds to ſore extent, in explaining . 


and {he whos hog yrs alt-this fo that'here appears 
not any intent that the.had,- to conceal any thing/that 
»; D2z Was 
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was in uſe amongſt them. But notwithſtanding J«- 
tin Martyr's reſervedneſs, in the Doctor's opinion, the 
Dottor meets * with ſome general expreſſions which 
cjncline him to believe they had Forms in his time. 
«He will not inſiſt upon his laying they prayed for tle 
« Converſicn of the jews, and the Deliverance of thc 
«Gentiles ſrom their errors, and for all men, though 
«thete are pieces of Antient Lirany, I only ask wlic- 
-ther th:ſe things cannot be prayed for, unlefs people 
be bound up to the conſtant ute of particular preſcr1b. 
ed words? And whether tkerc be any evidence th.it 
Juſlin Martyr borrowed this account from any Litany 2 
 *The Doftor next obſerves that when Fr»ſtin Mar- 
* zyr (peaks of the bringing the newly Baptized perſon 
*to the place where the Faithful Worttipp:sd God, 
© he faith they there made Common Prayers tor them. 
« ſelves, for the perſon Baptized, and for all other men 
every where with great fervency. Now ( faith the 
Doctor) Common Prayers do ſignify Forms that are 
known to all, and in which all may joyn. But I anſwer, the 
queſtion 1s not. what Common Prayers do figniſte now : 
but whether Juſtin Martyr by zones wxzs did mean 
ſet preſcribed Forms, which they mult conſtantly 
uſe,and from which they muſt not on any account var: - 
Here doth not appear any thing to incline us to think 
he meant preſcribed Forms. But his very next words 
intimate the Reaſon why he called them Common 
Prayers [They made Common Prayers for themſclves, 
for the perſon Baptized, and for all other men every 
where] viz. becaule they did all hold Communion in 
oftering up Prayers to God, and their Prayers were 
not limited to theraſclves, but did extend to the whole 
Community of Mankind. What the Door doth here 
alledge out of Igzatius, hath been conſidered already ; 
what he produceth out of St» Cypriay ſhall be conſidered 

when 


- CE Ia 


. þ £ WEB Li's + "One 3 , 
p. * % * Fa ". 
, 7 Webs oy 24 yu . + 1 oe te 


(2+) 


when I come to his quotations out of that Author, 


where you will mect again with this fame pal- | 


ſage. 
In the next place the Dottor reports a paſſage 


which Mr. Clarkſon cites cur of Jufin Martyr, about 
which tt ey do both make ſome ttir. The paſlage is 
this: 5 Textrus wxes tunes, x; Wrauslas Jon Surauts dum gre. 
meune. lhe Preſident in like manner offers up Prayers 
and Thankſgivings, as weil as he is alle. Mr. Clarkson 
urges this as a proof, that he-who did officiate in the 
Publick Worſhip, was not tied up to the uſe of Pre- 
ſcribed Forms, but did pray and give thanks according 
to his ability. And he produceth wany teſtimonies to 
prove that %n dJvraps hcre uſed doth import fo much. 
The Do&@or undertakes to prove that that phraſe doth 
ſignifie otherwiſe in this p:ace. * For ( faith the Do- 
*Ctor) ou Iurews anſwers to cvrire; inthe place before 
* cited, and tit declares the Prayers at Baptiſm ( He 
« ſhould have faid after Baptiſm) were made fervently, 
* or With all their mighr. He cndeavours to confirm 
this interpretation by producing ſome other paſfiges, 
where the phraſe ſeems to be of this importan:e. And 
then determines, that * When we deſire the ſeveral 
* things prayed tor in a Form, with all the earneſtneſs 
*and vigor we can, we may properly beſaid to pray 
*f7n Suraus, as Well as we are able, or to the utmoſt 
*of our power. So that the power here ſpoken of, 
© refers to the affetions, andnot to the phraſes and ex- 
preſſions of him that prays. 

To all this I have theſe things to fay ; 1. Juſtin 
Martyr doth not refer us to the paſſage the Doctor 
hath recourſe to, for the explaining ot this phraſe by 
lives, but doth expreſly refer us ro what he had re- 
lated a little before, where he ſaith the Preſident of- 


fereth up Prayers and Praiſes to God, &e. and gives 
thanks 
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thanks for the benefits and gifts he vouchſaterh inthe 
Sacrament of the Lords Supper, # wwv [ wxacriar 
ale Toy xalutiG)21 TeraV wap «us & nov modres | which, 
for any thing 1 do yet underitand to the contrary, 
may (ignifie largely, diſtinity, and with variety of ex: 
preſſons. So that if we mult interpret 39» 4urepes by 
what goeth Leiore in Juſtin Martyr, we muſt explain 
it by this : For this 4s what juſtin Martyr doth ex- 
prelly refer us unto in this place. 2. Tho this plraſe 
doth fignifie ſervently, and lo reters to the affections, 
I do not underſtand any reaſon that can pertinently be 
allecged, why this ſhould exclude him who officiates, 
from uſing his utmoſt ability to expres his inward 
devotion, in the beſt manner and fitteſt words he can, 
to help the devoticn of thoſe perſons who join with 
him in the Service. Put the Caſe, a Miniſter doth in 
Publick uſe a Prefcribed Form of Prayer, and deſires 
the ſeveral things prayed for in that Form, with all 
the earneſtneis and vigour he can 3 but yet perceives 
the words of that Form do not repreſent and expreſs 
his inward reſentments and devout affections in fo vi- 
vid and propera manner, for the helping and aſſiſting 
of his hearers devotion, as he 15able to repreſent chem 
by his own expreſſions; 1 dare refer it to the Dottor, 
whether he may properly be ſaid to pray in the uſe 
of that Form, as well as he is able, and tothe urmeſt 
of. his power. I will allow he dathpray fervently and de- 
voutly; but.[taink it will be hard to-perfwade any mn 
of ſenſe, that he doth pray as wetl 3s he is able ; unleſs 
we .mult .be forecd to grant, that:a man-ma 


y properly 
be:faid'to. pray as well as he is.able, tho at the fame:time 


he is able to pray better than he doth. 3. As for all 
tne quotations the Doftor alledgerh to prove that 
in $vreys Goth note fervency and vigorous affe&i- 
ons: I kave'the Dofor to -lovk them over agatn, and 
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confider whether his Authors do mean no more than 
vigorous Jaffections, and had any deſign to exclude 
p2oples uhng their beſt abilities, for the moſt advan- 
tagious outward performance of their Work and 
Duty. 

The Doctor further obſerves, with reference to this 
paſſage, © That this phraſe doth only relate to the 
* Hymns ufcd in the Euchariſt, and theſe Hymns were 
known Forms. To which I anſwer? 1. | think ir 
cqually relates tothe Prayers and Thank(givings which 
were cclebrated on that occaſion; and 1 leave any in- 
dificrent perſon, who underſtands the patlage, to con- 
clude ( when he looks upon it as it lies in the Author ) 
as he ſhall ſee reaſon, whether it doth relate more 
to the one, than to the other. 2. Tho Hymns may 
be, and often are uſed for celebrating the praiſes of 
God, yet that is notthe only way whereby we may 
ofter up our Praiſes and Thankſgivings to God. 
2. Juſtin Martyr ſpeaks here expreily of the Preſidents 


oftering up particular thanks for the benefits exhibi- | 


ted and vouchſafed in the Euchariſt; and ſpeaks of his 
performing the Offices of Prayer and Praite himſelf, 
without any audible concurrence of the people during 
the whole Service, Yea, he further acquaints us, 
that when the Preſident hath finiſhed thcle Offices, 


then it is the pzople do ſpeak, teſtifying their joyful | 


approbation by ſaying Amen. This is the account he 
gives us himſclf of this matter buta very little before 
the paſſage now inſiſted on, and whither he refers us 
in this very place, for the more diftin& apprebending 
of his meaning here. 

« But, ſaith the DoRor, all Chriſtians are ſaid to wor- 
* ſhip God and his Son, according tontheir ability, with 
«Prayer and Praiſe; and private Chriſtians we may be 


© ſure were not allowed to make thei own ah 
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«and Praiſes in Publick Worſhip ex#empore. To this 
I anſwer, That the matter in diſpute at preſent, is 
concerning him that Officiates, And ail the tir 
which is made about this phraſe, in the preſent caſe, 
amounts (1 think ) to no more than this, whether a 
Miniſter may properly be ſaid to pray to the utmolt 
of his ability, when he doth not pray to the utmo{t 
of his ability : Which in my apprehenſioa 15 a very 
plain caſe, it people were ſree from prejucice. Well, 
but it may be enquired how the pecple can be ſaid in 
the Publick Worſhip to pray according to the utmoſt 
of their abilities? I anſwer their circumſtances are not 
the ſame with his, who is to officiate ; And therefore 
this phraſe hath not the ſame importance when appi- 
ed to«the one, and when extended to the other, The 
peop'e are ſaid to pray to God, and to praile him ac- 
cording to the utmoſt of their ability in the Publick 
Worſhip, when they do make the beſt improvement 
they can, of the uſe he whodoth officiate, doth make 
of the abilities he is indued with for the celebrating 
of theſe Offices, to the furtherirg of their own de- 
votion. 

There is one thing more the Decor Coth take no- 
tice of, with reference to the phraſe we have been 
diſcourfing of. And that is this ; Heſaith, * We are 0a- 
* ly to conlider this phraſe herezas it is applied to pray- 
*10g and praiſing God. And there it never ſignifics 
* doing theſe things extempore (he ſhould have ſaid 
according to the beſt of thoſe abilities with which 
God hath endued them, who are to celebrate theſe 
Offices) © butdoing them very devoutly. Now whe- 
ther inward devotion in theſe Services be all this 
phraſe doth import, with reference to them who are 
to Officiate, 1 refer to what [ have already faid about 
tat matter. 1 will further only mind Vou, that tho 
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the Doctor hath taken notice of ſome of the quotati- 
ons Mr. Clarkson hath produced for the (ignification of 
this phraſe in other caſes, yet he hath not ſaid one 
word here by way of reply to thoſe inſtances Mr. Clurk- 
ſon hath given, expreſ]y relating to the caſes where» 
in he doth acknowledge the phraſe is at preſent tobe 
conſidered, The inſtances Mr. Clarksen hath produ- 
ced, relating to Prayer and Praiſe, you may find in 
the 118, I1y, 120 pages of his Diſcourſe concern- 
ing Liturgies, 

The Doctor having done with Juſtin Martyr, pro- 
ceeds to Jrexeus, out of whom he alledgeth only one 
pailage, which 1s, that * /reneus relates that the He. P. 3s. 
*reticks, to prove their phancies, did alledge that we 
*( that is, the Orthodox ) in our Thankſgivings, do 
*fay world without end. From hence the Doctor con- 
cludes, that * theſe words being the very concluſion 
*ofthe Gloria Patri, the Chrittians praiſed God in 
* publick by this very Form which we now uſe; Glo- 
fry be tothe Father, &c. Now, allowing the Chri- 
ſtians did uſually in his time uſe this Doxology, how 
will this prove they were ſtinted in their Publick 
Worſhip to a preſcribed Liturgy ? But according to 
my apprehenſion, this is no proof, that this Doxolo- 
gy was then in uſe; unleſs it can be made appear, 
that & 78% aiares F7 aioyor, cannot conclude any Praiſe 
and Thankſgiving but this Doxology. The buſineſs 
in ſhort is thus 3 Jreneus is ſhewing how abſurdly thoſe 
Hereticks did endeavour to prove their conceit of 
their Zones, which was by urging every ſentence 
where they found the word dar, or «ares, as a proot 
of what they aſſerted, Among(t other things they 
pleaded that the Orthodox did uſually conclude their 
Praiſes with ſaying, for evcr and ever, or as the Do. 


tor will have it, worid without end. Ana 2 pas Iren- adv. Fer, 
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& Tas WY, 2415 is abyorlas, es 7%; eayay Toy a tayey, : Now al 
that can fairly be inferred from hence,l think,is this,thar 
the Chriſtians did uſually conclude their Prailes with 
theſe words, for ever and ever. And it noPrayers or 
Praiſes but preſcribed Forms can conclude with theſe 
words, I am contented that this ſhould paſs for a 
proof of ſtinted Forms in renews his time, But if 
Prayersand Praiſes, which are not Preſcribed Forms, 
may conclude, and ordinarily are concluded with theſe 
words, I leave the Doftor to conlider whether his 
alledging this for a proof of a fixed Liturgy, be not 
a way of arguing very like that which was uſed by 
thoſe Trexenus did write againſt? Tertullian ſhall be 
conſidered when he comes in order, and then you 
may judge of the Dottors Inlerence: 

The next Author the Doctor makes uſe of, is C/e- 
mens of Alexandria: Out of whom a paſlage is quoted, 
concerning which he and Mr. Clarkson do differ, touch- 
ing the meaning of it. The paſlage is this 3 7he Church 
is not only the name of the place for Publick Worſhip, 
but the Congregation proſtrating themſelves in Prayers, 
having all, as it were, one common voice, and one mind. 
The diſpute is concerning the meaning of wie vonts 
Eor garle Thu xo, Mr. Clarkſon thought the Congre- 
gation had one voice in reſpe& of the Miniſters ſpeak 
ng 1n their ſtead, one for all. «* The DoCtor thinks it 
* {ſignifies the performing the Offices of Prayer and 
* Praiſe in a OI way, which maſt be in known 
* Forms, becauſe the people not only joined in heart 
* withthe Miniſter, but vocally anſwered in their turns, 
* they and the Prieft often making up the ſentence be- 
* tween them 3 and therefore they are ſaid to have, as 
* zt were, One common voice, TI leave the Learned to 
determine which of them is in the right, as to the 
ſenſe of this phraſe: And will only acquaint you, that 


I think 
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I think, if the way of Reſponſory Prayers, and Prai- 
ſes, had been antecedently proved to be the ordinary 
way of the Chriftian Church in the Primitive Apes, 
there would have been ſomething to countenance the 
Doctors interpretation. But to interpret this place 
thus, can be no proof for Liturgies, becauſe the inter- 
pretation 1s built upon a ſuppoſition, and takes that 
for granted, which it is alledged to prove, Beſides, 
if the people did vocally anſwer in their turns, and 
they and the Prieſt did often make up the ſentence be- 
tween them, as the Doctor affirms; I think in thus do- 
ing, they could hardly be faid to have, as it were, 
one common voice, for they would evidently have 
two common. voices. The Prieſt having one common 
voice for himſelf and them, in his part of the ſentence, 
and the People another common voice, for themſelves 
and the Prieſt, in their part of the ſentence. It does 
indeed exceed my reach to comprehend a Reaſon why 
the Congregation may not be faid to have one com- 
mon voice if Prayer and Praiſe, when they have ap- 
pointed or choſen a Prieſt to officiate in their name, 
and do concur and join with him in thoſe Offices. 
No nor why they may not be faid to have, as it were, 
one common voice, in the Doctors notion of that 
phraſe, when they do teſtific their approbation of 
what he hath faid ( as Jaſtin Martyr aſſures us rhey 
did ) by ſaying Amer. But, faith the Doftor * If the 
« Miniſter had faid all the Prayers, he, ( 1 e. Clemens ) 
« raaſt have ſaid plainly, they had one common mouth, 
« or voice, but his words are, having, as 3# were, one 
*common voice. I kave you to confider, whether 
their anſwering Amen is not enough to remove this 
ſcruple. Only you may take notice that the Doftor 
is of opinion that Clemers doth allnde here to thoſe 
words of St. Paul, Rom. 15-6. And St. Paul ſpeaks 
2il E 2 there 
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ere of glorifying God with one mouth, not, as 2? 
= Eg p64 4 The Door furiher obſcrves 
from Chmers, *that the Chriſtians allotted ſeveral 
© hours for Prayer, in imitation of Danze/ and the Jews, 
« and hence concludes it likely, that becauſe the Jews 
' had Forms of Prayer, they did imitate them in theſe 
© too, I think it necdleſs to make any Reply to this, 
becauſe it is a forced way of reaſoning, and is at beſt, 
all over meer conjecture. But, ſaith the Doctor, * would 
« thoſe who prayed ſo often , vary the phraſe every 
«time > Now this is not at all to the point, for that 
which the Doctor ſhould prove, 1s, that they were 
obliged conſtantly to uſe the very ſame words. T he Do- 
for further tells us, *That Clemens doth nct relate what 
«were the words of their Forms. There the Door 
ſpeaks very right, but withall I muſt add, he never re- 
lates that they had any Forms. But Clemens tells us 
what were their main Petitions. . And the Doctor faith, 
«Theſe matters they asked, were ſuch, it was moſt fit 
*to ask them in a ſet Form of words. That is one 
Doors opinion. But if the Chriſtians of that Age 
were of another - opinion, what becomes of the Do» 
Qorsargument 2 And he mult give ſome evidence they 
were ot his opinion, before what he aſſerts will pas 
for proof in the preſent caſe. But, ſaith-the Dottor, 
*It they had prayed for theſe things extempore, Cle- 
* mens could not be ſo poſitive in the method as he 
* ſeems to be. To which I make this reply, wiz, 
Clemens reports the methods of Chriſtians private Ce- 
Votions every jot as particularly, as that quotation he 
infiſls on, with relation to Publick Prayers, doth re- 
late their method : Whether that I ſpeak of be the ve- 
ry lame the DcQor refers unto, I will not affirm, bur 
it ſeems to have ſome affinity, and 1 am ſure it is in 
the ſame Book his Margin reſers to. If it ſhould be 
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the ſame the DoCtor means, you will eaſily perceive 
how little it is to his purpoſe. And why ſhould the 
Do&or think it ſtrange, Clemens could be ſo poſitive 
( as naming three general heads of Prayer doth amount 
to ) in the methodof their Publick Prayers: thothey 
did not uſe a fixed preſcribed Liturgy # Seeing he 1s 
every jIt as poſitive in the methad of their Private 
Prayers, unleſs they all uſed the fame Forms in private 
too £ The truth of which [ am perſwaded the Doftor 


hath no inclination to undertake. Now C /emers tells 5:4,m. tis, 5. 


us that the true Chriſtian, | or as he terms him, 2 555: 


$8 races | doth prayevery hour. And that he doth firſt 
ask, remiſſion of ſin 3 then that he may not ſin ag4in ; then, 
that he may do well, ard under/land toth Creation and 
Providence ; and that his Heart being made clein by 
the K nowledge which he bath by the Son of Ged, he may 
attain to ſee God face to face. Such a paſlage as this 
relating to Publick Prayers out of one of the Anci- 
ents, would be look'd on by ſome men, as a ſwing- 
ing proof of a preſcribed Liturgy. I leave you to 
divert your ſelf with the Doctor's dextrous device, 
to furniſh people with an Expedicnt to enable them 
to Pray by Book, with their Eyes and Hands lift up 
to Heaven, _ 

The Dofor hath one Author more, whom : he 
quotes in this Century, and that is 7ertullian * In 
* whoſe works ( he ſaith) we have ſufficient evidence 
* that they uſed Forms of Prayer and Praiſe. The 
| Paſlages he is concerned with out of this Author, 
are of two forts., 1. Such as he alledgeth to prove 
the: uſe of ,a Liturgy at that time. 2. Such as 
Mr. Clarkson produceth to prove the contrary, which 
the DoCtor endeavoureth to make appear, do not 
anſwer the end for which that Author brings them. 
I will firſt conſider the paſlages the Doctor alledgeth 


as 
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8s ſufficient evidence that the Chriſtians uſed Publick 
Forms of Prayer and Praife in his time. His firſt 
proof is(this; That * Zertallian declares, That Chriſt 
« hathy fixed a new Form of Prayer for us, who are his 
«Diſciples, viz. The Lords Prayer, which he expounds 
in a peculiar Trat, and in divers places calls it 
* The Lawful and the Ordinary Prazer. I do acknow- 
ledge 7ertullian near the beginning of his Book, De 
Oratioxe, hath this paſlage ; Jeſus Chriſius Demi- 


| nus Noſter, nobis Diſcipulis Novi Te(tamenti, Novam 


Orationis Formam determinavit. T he Great Queſtion 
is, What 7ertallian did mean by Novam Orationis For- 
mam 2 The Doctor faith it was the Lords Prayer, 
which he expounds in a pecultar Tract. I think his 
meaning was otherwiſe 5 And that he did intend no 
more by that Phraſc, than a new InſtraQion or: Dt- 
rection how to perform the Duty of Prayer, which 
he faith was neceflary to the Goſpel State or Ad- 
miniſtration : Oportebat enim in hac quoque ſpecie No- 
zum Vinum novis utribus recoudi. And though Tertul- 
lian doth expound the Lords Prayer in that Tract, 
yet he doth confider it in his explaining of it, not as 
the whole he underſtands by his Nova Forma, but 
as an inſtance and example of one of the General 
Inſtraftions our Saviour had laid down for the gui- 
ding of us in the performance - of this Duty, He 
doth in a little time, even before he begins his ex- 
planation of the Lords Prayer, alter his phraſe, and 
calls it Oraudi Diſciplina, And then tells us this New 
Way or Inftruction for Prayer, vid conſiſt of ſeveral 
parts. The third he mentions is Breviry : 'Which he 
explains by our not laying any ſtrefs on the uſe of a 
confuled heap of words, but our uſing ſuch words 
as are proper and very comprehenſive. And then 
he certifies us, that our Lard hath given us an ad: 


mirable 
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micable example of this Brevity, which is the third 
part of his Nova Oration's Forma, or the Third Pre- 
cept Chriſt injained to be obſerved in the perfor- 
mance of this Duty. _ Fr tamen Brevitas ifta, qued 
ad tertinm Sophie Gradum faciat, magng ac beatg in- 
terpretationis ſubſtantia ſulta eſt. And his principal 
bulin2ſs in his expounding the Lord's Prayer, (which 
he immediately ſubjoins ) is to ſhew how compre- 
henfivz our Saviour was in this Prayer, tho it was 
ſo ſhort, or evnſiſted of ſo few words. | But not- 
withſtanding Tertullian doth expound every part of 
the Lords Prayer, yet he doth not ſtrictly tic him- 
ſelf to the method obſerved in the Lord's Prayer. 


| As for Tertull;ans _— &G, Ordizaria Oratio, it 1. t-7 51 
; ſees to be juſt the fame with his Ordinata Religio 
] Orationis, Which I conceive is another phraſe of the 


ſame import with his Nova Oration;s Forma, and his 
Orandi Diſciplina., Which (1 think ) do only figni- 
fie the General Inſtruftions Chriſt gave for the dire- 
ting of his Diſciples, or the direfting of Chriſtians, 
in their performing of this Duty of Prayer. 
The Doftors next quotation out of 7ertullian 1s ol 
no uſe to the preſent purpoſe, till it be proved that 
people cannot join in prayer with him who officiates, 
unleſs they do uſe their voices, during that perfor- 
mance, as audibly, as he doth his, or ar leaſt till the 
pretended implication of their joining voices be bet- 
ter cleared, than by bare afferticon. Bur, faith the 
Dot#or, *Tertullran defcribes ſome of the things, y 44 
* which they deſired of God to beſtow on the Empe- 
*rors, 'viz. that they mighr have a long Life, a quiet 
Empire, &c. To which I anſwer, that this may paſs 
for a proof of a fixed Litany, when it ſhall be made 
evident, that the particulars mentioned by Tertullan 
cangot be prayed' for, but inpreſcribed words, or that 
Ty an 
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an account cannot be given of the things which are 


conſtantly prayed for, unleſs thoſe matters be con. 
ſtantly prayed for in the ſame preciſe words. Bur 


you may take notice that Tertul/ian, when he relates 


what the Chriſtians prayed for, doth not always uſe 
the ſame words, nor make the ſame enumeration of 


particulars. For a proof of this I refer you to Ter: 


ti lian himſelf, in the places of..his Apology. The Do. 


Ror refers to, p. 44+ But if you conſult Tertallian, 


according to the worſer Edition, which is that I am 
neceſſitated to uſe, you muſt look p. 876, and 867. 
As for the Doftors quotation out of Tertullian, De 
Anima. 1 need not lay any thing concerning it, be- 
cauſe Mr. Clarkson hath expreſly anſwered the Plea 
made from that place,and the Doctor hath not theught 
fit. to ſay one word to his vindication of that place. 
The DoCtor's next. quotation is out of 7ertu/lian De 
Baptiſmo. Concerning which | thall only tell you,that 
Tertullian is replying to thoſe who pretended that Bap. 
tiſm'is not neceſſary, becauſe Faiths ſufficient.. Now 
amongſt other things Tertull;an doth urge the neceſ- 
ſity ot Baptiſm from Chriſts inſtituting of it. Tex e- 
nine tingendi impoſita eſt, & forma preſcripta, ſaith he. 
And this he proves by producing what is ſaid touch. 
ing this matter in the Jaſt Chapters of St. Mar- 
th:w and St. Mark, What he ſaith amounts to this ; 
Baptiſm is neceſſary, now under the Goſpel, becauſe 
the Lord Jeſus hath commanded ir, and told us in 
what manner it is to be adminiſtred., You may 
try your own faculty, and ſee whether! from theſe 
premiles , Chriſt hath. inſtitured Baptiſm , and hath 
ſhewn in what manner it muſt be celebrated, you 


can draw ſuch a concluſionas this, Therefore Prayer 


and Praiſes are to be performed in the Church by 
preſcribed Forms, or that 7ertullray did think ſo, or 
that 
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that in his days, the Church did worſhip Godin the uſe 

of ſuch preſcribed Liturgies, as is the Subject of our pre- 
ſenatdiſcourſe. What the Dr. refers us to in Tertul ad ux- 

cr. it only concerns ſinging, which is not to our preſent 
parpoſe. Befices, 1f I miſtake nor, it only relates to ſing- 

ing in the Family, The words in Terzallianare theſe; S0- 

nant inter duos Pſalmi & Hymni,& mutxo prot ocant quis me- p, NR 
lius Deo ſuo canet. Tertullianis repreſenting ſome ot the ad- 
vantages which accrue from Chriſtians Marrying with 
Chriſtians, and this is one of them. Bur faith the Do- 
tor, * One of theſe Forms was the Gloria Patri, which 
* he deſcribes as /renews did by the laſt words, World 
without end. Now you muſt take notice that Tertu/l;- 
an 1n this laſt quotation is quite upon another Subj: C&t. 
And the quotation is out of ancther Book, his Dil- 
courle de Spetacu'is. I will nor ſtay to confider 7er- 
tuliians (enie exactly in this place. He is difſuading 
the Chriſtians from frequenting the Heatheni{h Games, 
Exerciſes, and Shows, and repreſents to them how un- 
becoming them it muſt needs be, yea how ſinful 
to concur With them in what did ordinarily paſs on 

thaſe occalions. Avertat Deus a ſuis tantam woluptatis Sr eo 
exitinſe cupiditatem, Yuale eft enim, de Feelefia Dei in © 
diaboli eccl-fiam terdere ? de calo (quod aiunt) in ct- 

num 2 illas manus quas ad Dominzum extuleris, prſtmedum 

laudando hiſtrionem fatigare, ex ore quo Amen in \ ſantkum 
protuleris, gladiatori teſtimonium reddere, &« evares alit 

onunino dicere nifi Deo Chriſto? Now how come theſe 

wards of Tertullian to be a proof of Liturgies in the 


Chriſtian Church? Why the DaCtor tells us wc here 
find & «545; therefore there muſt needs be a Form, 


and: this Form muſt be the Gloriz Patri, becauſe 
68, a19ve5 is in the end of that Doxology. the Doctor 


had told us before that Iren-us had reference to the 
þ Gloria 
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Gloria Patri, becauſe he found in him &s Tvs difres 15, 
d Gy@Vv ; and here Tertullian muſt needs refer to the 
ſame, becauſe in him we have nothing but «is «ore; 
Can & ares be never uſed but in the Gloria Parr: 
I think 7ert#lian is not minding them that tins was an 
expreſſion the Chriſtians did conſtantly uſe im their pub- 
lick Worſhip, though it might be conſtantly uſed in 
their publick Worſhip, and their Worſhip not he per. 
formed in preſcribed Forms; but he rather intimates 
that this was an expreſſion which was ordinarily uf- 
ed at thoſe ſights and exerciſes he 1s diſſuading them 
from, and that it 1s not an expreſſion fit for them 
10 uſe with referznce unto any but God and Chrift. 
But becauſe the DoCftor doth lay ſuch ſtreſs on this 
Phraſe , be may conſider whether the Latin Church 
did uſe the Gloria Patri in Greek in Tertull;ans 
days ? 
Theſc are the paſſages the DoCtor thought fit to 
, alledge out of 7ertullian for what he propounds. The 
other ſort of paſſages he is concerned with, are ſuch 
as Mr, Clarkſon alledged for what he had aflerted. 
There are two of theſe the Do&or doth take notice 
of, but faith (o little concerning them, IT will paſs 
them over without ſaying any thing of them one 
way or another; for any one who conſiders what Mr. 
Clarkſon faith with reference to them, and what the 
DoCctor faith of them here, may eafily determine 
whether the paſſages do make more for the one or 
for the other. But there is one paſſage: Mr. C/art- 
fon doth quote from this Author, about which the 
P. 47, we. Doctor takes a great deal of pains, to ſhew it is capa- 
ble of an interpretation which will not ſerve Mr. Clark- 
ſon's parpoſe. I will relate the * paſſage, and without 
reflefting on the labonred conſtrutions the Dofor 


hath 
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hath heaped together, to render it uſeleſs to Mr. Clirb- 

ſons deſign, I will plainly acquaint you with what I 
conceive to be the ſurelt way to find out 7ertull;ans 
meaning. The paſlage is this; Manibus expanſis, quia 
Imnocuis, capite wudo, quia nou erubeſcimus, p 2. , fue 
monitore, quia de peltore oramus. Tertullian, | appre- 
hend, doth here give an account of the Chriſtians 
Prayers, that they were not ſuch as the Heathens 
were, but ſuch as d1d ſuit and agree with the advice 
and direction the Apoſtle had given concerning this 
buſineſs. His words ſeem to give an account, of what 
he underſtood to be the Apoſtles meaning, 1 Tim. 2. 
8. where ne wilieth men to Pray every where, lifting 
up holy hands, without wrath and doubting. But the 
Doctor thinks the paſſage is obſcure. If fo, then cer. 
tainly Tertulliay is fitteſt to give an account of his 
own meaning ; and I think he doth ſo, in a very 
few lines after : For having ſhewed why he, and fo 
all Chriſtians could not- pray to any but God, he 
ſeems very plainly to explain in other words, the ſe- 
veral branches of the forementioned account concern- 
ing the Chriſtians Prayers. — Ei offero opimam & 
majorem hoſtiam; quam ipſe mandavit, orationem"de car- 
ne pudica, de anima innocenti, de ſpiritu ſanits' profetlam. 
This I take to be. the true account of this contro- 
verted paſſagez whether I am in the. right or not 
concerning ir, I leave you to judge, as alfo whether 
this paſſage ſo underſtood, do make” more for: or a- 
painſt preſcribed Forms of Prayer. [Theſe being the 
paſſages made uſe of from the” Authors in the ſecond 
Cenury about” Liturgies, I proceed: tothe | 
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4 Third Century. 


In which the firſt Author the Door doth quote 
is Hizpolytus, The paſlage is this; Liturgy ſhall be 
extinguiſhed, finging of Pſalms ſhall ceaſe, and reading of 
Scripture ſhall not be heard. What Hippolyrus his mean- 
ing here is, I will not undertake to affirm poſitively, 
becauſe I never read that Author. But as ſceing the 
DoCtor doth argue from the word -aurvyie, I am wil- 
ling to mind you that the DoCtor doth  acknowledg 
it is but probable, that this Father meant a common 
Form of Prayer generally uſed. And I do acknow- 
ledge it would be more probable that that Father un- 
derſtood the word in the DoCtors ſenſe, if he had produ- 
ced any proof that awryyie did either before, or in 
the days of this Father ever ſignifie a common Form 
of Prayer generally uſed in the Chriſtian Church. In- 
deed I am not aware that any thing more can be 
warrantably concluded from this expreſhon, than that 
Antichriſt would ſupprefs the publick pure Worſhip 
of God. And why Antichriſt may not as well ſup- 


-preſs.the publick exerciſe of Miniſters gifts and abi- 


licies in the, Worſhip of God, as the uſe of preſcrib- 
ed Forms of Prayer, doth not yet occur unto me. 
But if Antichriſt have already made any attempts 
againſt the publick Worſhip of God, I muſt needs ſay, 
I do. not remember any evidence he bath given of his 
extraordinary diſlike of Forms of Prayer, meerly as 


Forms. - Nor do} mind any proof that hath been pro- 


duced that aurizy/e did about the Year 220. ſgnific 
publick preſcribed Forms. 

*Qur next Author (ſaith the Door ) zs the Famous 
«Origen, in whoſe eleventh Homily on Fer. we have 
*{o 
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« ſo expreſs/a Form of Prayer, which was wont to be 
+ uſed in his davs, the learned Centuriators were con- 
*yinced by it, that ſet Forms of Prayer were uſed in 
*his time. The matter 1n debate is not whether 
thote learned men were-convinced from that paſſage, 
that-ſet Forms of Prayer were uſed'in his time 3 Bar 
whether that paſſage 1s a ſubſtantial proof, that the 
Chriſtian Church did in Origers time worſhip God 
only by a preſcribed Liturgy. Now the Argument 
fromthis Homily to prove a [tated Liturgy,depends (as 
Mr.Clarkſon laith ) on the Mode or Form of expreſlion 
here uſed ; and what Origers way of expreſling him: 
felf-in this place was, we have not any certainty, be- 
cauſe we have not his own words here, but his Tran- 
flator's, who have certified us they did not ,tie them- 
lelves to an exa&t and (ſtrict tranſlation. This argu- 
ment-therefore cannot be convincing in the preſent 
caſe, becauſe we have no aſlurance of the truth and 
certainty 'of . that , on' which the Argument de- 
pends, and from which it muſt derive its whole 
ſtrength. The DoCor doth not take notice of this, 
but ſuggeſts it is pretended that Ryfinus might add this 
Prayer himſelf, But the doubt is not ſo much whe- 
ther he: added the Prayer, as whether he did not 
alter the Mode of expreſſion, and. in his Tranſlation 
put that into the Form of a Prayer, which Orzgen pro- 
pounded in another Form ? For tho Orzgen might 
only relate , as St. Pau! doth, Epheſ. 1.16, 17. what 
was the ordinary ſubje& of their Petitions on ſach 
occaſions, Ruffinus might in his Tranflation deliver 
it in the Form of a Prayer. And till we have 
ſome aflurance that Origen is here faithfully tran(la- 
ted, and did _— himſelf exactly in the ſame 


Mode the Tranſlator reports this matter, the Ar- 
gument 
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guwent cannot be. convincing £0: the :purpofe for 
which it is brought. Mr-' Clarkſon further adds, 
«That allow all that can be pretended fairly from 
* this place, no more can be concluded from it, 
« than what is. common With thoſe -who do pray 
© extempore, viz that they giten in; Prayer preferred 
« one ortwo Petitions in the fame words, « To which 
the Doftor_hath not thought bt to make any reply. If 
thoſe who do officiate,da frequently uſe rhe ſame words 
in Prayer concerning the ſame matter, 1s the inference 
thenee juſt,that therefore they may not uſe any words, 
or that they are. þound up to a preſcribed Liturgy in 
their whole worſhip. 2, But having ſaid-thus much con- 
cerning the Diſpute betwixt the Dofor and Mr. Clark: 
ſen touching this paſſage, I will relate the matter it ſelf 
more diſtintly, Orig:# having taken notice in the fore- 
mentioned Homily, that the[Prophets having ſuffered 
many hardſhips from the People, onthe account of the 
meſſages they did-bring them,and the threatnings they 
denounced againſt them from the Lord, it was expe- 
dicnt that thoſe who hear the word thould be briefly 
a;imoniſhed what manner of kves the Prophets did 
lead, and what benefits did appertain unto them, 
and what their own duty ts, viz that if they would 
partake of the bappincſs the. Prophets: have: arrived 
at, they muſt diligently endeavour to do the works 
they did. And in ſhort, he adds, his meaning is 
Ori; Hom. X1, thus 3 Frequenter in Oratione dicimus, Da -Omnipotews, 
LGC Da nobis pirtem cum Prophetis, Sc. 0 Almighty,grant, 
gr ont unlo us a pat? with the Propl.ets, grant ii a part 
wa: i7\ the foſiles of thy Chriſt, 'grant that we'may Le found 
at tle footſteps of thy only b gotten. But ( faith he ) 
when weſpeak thele things, we do not underſtand, or 
we have not a duclen'e of what theſe Petitions do im- 


port. 
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, {For 1 reality, when we ſpeak thus, we do. 
= that God would make us to L_ ge me 
hated, &c.; Now the maiter ſeems very plain, 4, 
That Origen expounding the Scripture popularly, took 
occaſion ro mind the people how carctul they ſhould 
be, if they defwed tobe happy, as the Prophets are, 
to live ſuch lives as they did, and not content them- 
ſelves with ſaying ( as was very uſual for them when 
they heard affeCtionate diſcouries concerning the Pro» 
phets and Apoilttes, &@c.) Lord give us a part with 
them, &c. For, faith he, theſe Petitions or Prayers 
we are fo prone to uſe when our aite&tions are mo- 
ved at the reports which are made to us concerning 
the Prophets, do properly fignifie what we do not art 
all think of, or really intend, when we uſe thoſe ex- 
preſſions, For theſe Prayers do really lignifie our de- 
hring of 'Gcd, that we way be hate: as the Prophets 
were, and fall into the ſame calamities they did ene 
dure.. Re enim hoc dicimus, fac nos fic odio haberi, ut 
edio habiti ſunt Prophete ; Da in iſtas incidere ca- 
lamitates quas Apoſtoli ſuſtinuerunt. 1s itany proot that 
he who adminiſters Divine Ordinances is tied up to a 
fixed Liturgy, becauſe in his popular arſcourles on par- 
ticular occaſions, in his preiiing people to a good lite, 
he tells them, we do ordinarily pray, O Almighty, 
grant. us this, or that, or the other thing, and that 
theſe Petitions are of ſuch importance as to ingage 
our endeavours to lead ſuch lives as we are Pperiua- 
ded wuinto? Yea, it may. be, it the matter be WE 1n- 
quired. into, it will be found that Origen's expiication 
of this Prayer, is 2 more jult reproot of the Prayer 
it ſelf, than his relating it, is a proof of the Admint- 
ftrators being tied up to the ule of Forms 1a his time. 


For it may be very well queſtioacd, whetzer Chriftt: 
ans 
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ans may pray for what he fairh thoſe - Petitions do 
properly import. | 

The wine" paſſage the Do&or doth quote. out of 
Origen, is in his ſixth Book againſt Celſas; And he 
places the force of this quotation on the Participle 
[ nggrayIncers ] Which he finds in it, and of which he 
gives this account, that *.it ſignifies not only a thing 
* injoined or commanded in general, but fo' injoined 
* that the very order and manner of doing it, 1s fct 
* down and particularly appointed. And'1 may truly 
ſay thatall this may be with reference unto Prayers, 
and yet the very words to be uſed, not be ſer down, 
and particularly appointed, without which there 1s 
no Liturgy in our preſent acceptation of that word. 
But, faith the DoQtor, * Origen is ſpeaking of the 
* Prayers themſelves, and gives them this Character, 
*that they were ordered or preſcribed, and 'therefore 
* muſt be tn Forms. To which I anſwer, that all he 
ſaith (except his inference) doth amount to no more 
than an order for the method of the performance, 
but doth not reach to 'the preſcribing of the words, 
And if God have not only commanded us to pray, 
but hath alſo given Rules for the manner of performing 
this Duty, when we perform this Service according 
to the Rules he hath appointed, we may properly be 
ſaid to uſe Tei; rear Inca 74 wyals, Butif we con- 
(1der the paſlage intirely as Origen hath it (for the 
DoCtor hath lfr ſomething our ) it will clear (it felt. 
We do affirm fer a cert1in truth ( uh Drigen ) that 
th.y who do worſhip God, the Lerd of all things. threugh 
Teſus in the Chriſtian manner or way, aud Ine according 
to the Goſpel, uſing frequent'y, as they ought night and day 

T&ls Tejay Ia; 74 wyaeig | ſuch Prazers as are appoint. 
ed or commanded, are not 4anquiſhable, or cannot beover. 
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rome either by Magicians or Devils. Theſe laſt words 
the Doftor thought fir to leave out. Now let any 
one judge, whether by uſing appointed Prayers, 
Origen meant offering up to God Prayers in ſuch way 
as tie had appointed, or uſing ſuch prayers as were 
compoſed by Men, and ſaying them over in ſuch 
order as they had preſcribed ; which of theſe do you 
imagine Origen thought to be the Chriſtian's effe&u- 
al ſecurity trom Magicians and Devils ? Can it enter 
into any Mans head, who knows any thing of 
Origen, that he was for Chriſtians to uſe Prayers, 
as others did Spells > How came the uſe of preſcribed 
Forms to be better ſecurity from Magicians and Devils, 
than any other way of praying ? 

There is further a Diſpute betwixt the Doftor and 
Mr. Cl:rkſos, whether Origen, quoting ſome paſlages 
which are inthe Pſalms, did, by ſaying,we find them 
@ Tf yg, or & ris Zuyei;, Mean the pablick Liturgy, 
cr the Plalter ? To which I (hall only ſay, That 1 do 
not perceive that there is any Antecedent proof, that 
they had a publick Liturgy, but itis certain they 
had the Book of Pſalms amongſt them. I leave 
you to determine whether it is moſt probable that 
Origen, being to quote Paſſages which were in the 
Book of Plalms, would rather refer his Reader to 
another Book, than unto that which was acknow- 
ledged to be divinely inſpired 2 

St.Cyprian is next brought by the DoCtor asa Witneſs 
for Liturgies. And I might ſuppoſe, © That he did allow 
* the Lord's Prayer to be uſed as a Form of Prayer, and 
* that he would ' have us repeat the very words of 
fit: And yet this will not amount to any reſemblance 
ofa proof for Liturgies, as they are here to be under- 


G ſtood. 
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Cypr. Serm, de 
Orat, Pom, 


12. 


ſtood. Bat the Paſdagss 
tedgeth, donot (1 thmk”) unport what he pretends 
they do. 'St. Cyprian,'in his Sermon concerning the 
Lord's Prayer, ſcems to have the very ſame Notions 
about it , his Maſter Tertwlia: had expreſſed in hi; 
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in St. Cyprias the Dottcr al. 


Tra& concerning the ſame matter, of which 1 


have fpoken? before. There are mdeed ſome Pal. 
ſages in St. Cyprian's Sermon, from which the DoQor 
doth draw his awn inferences. The enquiry muſt be, 


whether 'St..Cyprian's meaning in thoſe paſſages was 
what the Dottor pretends ? 

St. Cyprian hath this Paſſage : Orand; ipfe forman 
dedit, ipje quid precaremur monuit © inſftruxit. 1 con- 
ceive he means no more than this, That theLord Jeſus 
hath-taught People in what manner they ſhould pray, 
and what things they ſhould pray for. I think it we 
conſider :St..Cyprian's Diſcourſe, we cannot warrant- 
ably underſtand any thing elſe by bis Orand? forme, 
than thoſe Inſtructions our Saviour gave for our Di- 
rection 1n PO of this duty of Prayer. St.Cy- 
prian doth alſo certifie, that the fureft way to ob- 
can acceptance and audience with the Father, is 
to govern our fſelves in the performance of this Duty 
by the direQtions the Son [hath given 'for this pur- 
poſe : Tt dum ow O- oratione quam filius docuit, 
apud patrem facilins audiamur. If we ſtriftly confider 
this Father's ſenſe and meaning, there doth not 
appear. any ground i'to conclude that the laid any 
{treſs on our _ the very words of which the 
Lord's Prayer deth conſiſt. And beſides ſeveral paſ- 
ſages which might be:inftanced in, which do ſtrong; 
ly intimate that what 4 have already mentioned, 1s 
the ſubſtance of this Father's meaning{;here, there is one 
ſhort 
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ſhort Paſſage, at a littſe diftance from theſe. al- 
ready mentioned, which, to me, ſeems to put the 
matter out of af} doubt : 2+ aliter orare quam diocuit, 
nou ignorant ia fola fit, ſed © culps, Now let any man, 
who knows any thing at all of St.Cyprian, judge whe- 
ther he thought thit it was a (in to uſe any other 
words 1 Prayer, than juſt thoſe which were expreſſed 
in the Lord's-Prayer ; and whether his meaning was 
not, that it ta fin or fault to govern our felves in the 
performing of this duty, by other Infiruftione, 
chan thoſe the Son Itad given for our guidance in this 
Duty ? This I take to be the meaning of that other 
Paſſage, Agroſcet pater flii ſui terba, cnm precem fa- 
cimus. By terbafilii ſai, I conceive is not mcant the 
words of the Lord's Prayer, but the Inftrufttons and 
DireAions the Son gave for the right performing 
of this duty. Here I may mind you, that the DoCtor 
1n his Diſcourſe on one of his Quotations out of Origen; 
hath this' Paſſage : © Note alſo Origen doth not fay, the 
*Chriftian made theſe tmjoyned Prayers, but uſed 
* them ; which fuppoſes they were made into a pre- 
*feribed Form before. Now what doth the Doctor 
think might be noted here ( accarding to his way 
of making notes ) uport precem” facinus > Bur tor my 
pzt 1 thimk the Ancients, by making Prayers, and 
by ufing Prayers, meant much what the ſame thing, 
viz. performing the duty of Prayer. - Moreover, 
St.'Cypriar hath this Expreſfion, $7 peramws 7pftus ora- 
time'; And this he immediately interprets. ( 1 think ) 
by our governing our. felves'in this Duty by the Dt- 
re&tions he had hid down about it. And his account 
of theſe Direfions is very like that Tertalliaw had 


given of them before him: Sit autem orantibas _ 
oy. G 2 


Ia. 


P. 60. 


1d. 


( 44 ) 


Fo precatio cum diſciplina, quictem COntitens, & pude- 
rem. There are two Paſlages more relating to this 
matter, Which the Doftor quotes out of this 
Author, in which he conſiders the words the Author 
uſeth, but negle&s the ſenſe and meaning the Au- 
thor had, in his uſing of thoſe words. The firſt is 
this, Publics eff nobis & communis eratio. Now St. Cy- 
prian's meaning is neither more nor leſs than this ; That 
Chriſtians muſt not beſo confined and narrow-ſpiritcd, 
in their Prayers, as to pray only for themſelves, but 
they muſt extend their Prayers to others, and pray for 
all People. He does not call the Chriſtians Prayer 
publick and common , becauſe he ſpeaks of the Lord's 
Prayer, as the Doctor pretends, nor as intimating 
that there was one fixed preſcribed jorm, which all 
were to uſe, but becauſe their prayers were not to be 
confined to themſelves, but to be general or univerſal 
extending to all Men. That this 1s the plain and .pb-- 
vious ſenſe of this place, I appeal to any one, who 
will conſider what goes a little before, and what im- 
mediately follows theſe words, Ante omnia pacis dotter, 
atque wnitatis magi(ter fingulatim noluit & privatine 
precem fieri, ut quis cum precatur, pro ſe tantum pre- 
cetur publica eſt. nobis, & communis oratio, & 
quum oramus, non pro uno, ſed pro populo toto oramws. 
This is alſo the plain meaning of his next Quotation, 
as you will eaſily perceive when you ſee the ſentence 
entire Which is thus. Vnuſquiſque oret deminum non pro 
ſe tamtam, ſed.& pro omnibus fratribus, ficut Dominus 
Jeſus orare; yos decuit, ubi non ſingulis privatam precem 
mandavit, ſed. communi & concordi prece orare pro om- 
nibus juſſit. © 


The 


(45) 


-- The DodGtor -ſaith there arc ſiill more evident 0: 56. 
Proofs in this Author, not only of Forms, but of a 
Liturgy. And his firſt Inſtance is our of the fore- 
mentioned Sermon concerning the Lord's Prayer. 1 
forbear a great many Reflections I might eaſily 
make on - what the, Do&or faith concerning this 
Paſſage ; I will only mind you , that a Commoes 
Prayer in the preſent ſenſe of that Phraſe, muſt be 
roved to bein Sr. Cyprian's time, before it can be 
owned. that he citcd Swrſum Corda , out of that Com- 
mon Prayer. And notwithſtanding this Phraſe is + 
to' be found in Liturgies framed long after St, Cy- 
priax's time, it doth not appear there was any ſuch 
Liturgy.thenz nor does St. Cyprian lay a word here of 
this Phraſe being uſed in the Euchariſt, though Liturs 
gies ſince framed, have inſerted it in that Office. 
Now. the: whole: St, Gyprian ſaith about this matter 
amounts but to this z He having exhorted the People 
tokeep theirminds and hearts yery intent upon what 
ſhould be their buſineſs when they are offering up 
their Prayers unto God ; he explains to them the de». 
Ggn of an Exhortation! the Prieft did uſually give 
them, before he began his prayer. 1deo &* ſacerdos Cpr.de Or... 
ante orationem jreſatione prami(ſa, parat fratrum mentes _—_ 
dicendo, Surſam corda, ut , dum. reſpondet plebs, Habe- 
mus 'ad Dominum, admoneatur nibil aliud ſe quam Do- 
minum cogitare debere. - And from hence he inforces 
on them his former Inſtruction or Exhortation. Now 
if a; Miniſter cannot pray but in a preſcribed Form, aft- 
ter«that. he. bath. defired the People to lift up their 
hearts:ta.Gog, and they have declared their readinels 
to. concur with him thereia , this may paſs for a 


proof. of preſcribed Liturgics. . The preſent buſineſs 
AS | IS - 
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15not toenquire what inferences others have made from 

this Paſſage, but whether a prefcribed Liturgy be de- 

duceable trom a Miniſters defiring the People before 

he begins to pray, to lift up their hearts to God, 

and attend to what ſhould be the main buſineſs 

of Prayer, or from their anfwering that they are ready 

ard willing to concar with him in what he deſires of 
ther 2 | 

Here appearing (o little evidence for Liturgies in 

this Paſſage, I proceed to the Doctor's next more evi- 

p.s.. dent proof for a Liturgy out of this Author, We 

'_ © may obſerve (ſaith the Dofor ) nor only by this 

* Preface, but alfo by another Paſſage that the 4frs- 

*can Church and the Eafern did _—_ agree mn 

* theſe Liturgick Forms, becauſe, as the Greeks fay, 

* Give holy things to thoſe that are Holy. 50 it ſeems 

* they did at "Carthage, where (* as St, Cypriar notes ) 

© they were datly charged 'to keep that which was 

* Holy in a pure Conference, according to our'Lord's 

* Command, not to caſtthat which is Holy to Dogs, 

**that is, in the Euchariſt ('which they then daily cele- 

* brated ) they uſedthat Phraſe, Give Holy things.to 

* Holy Perſons. Now the truth,with reference to this 

paſſage, is this ; St, Cyprien,. in the beginriing of his 

Diſcourſe againſt Demerrian, acquaimts'Hhiry why he 

had fo long chofen rather tokeep' ſikencs, than to 

make a formal anſwer to ths Calumnies and Ratlery ; 

And for his warrant in doing thus, - tie quotes ſonte 

places of Scripture, and: immediately” iferts/ theſe 

C)pr. ad Demet. words ; Er Santtum quogue jubeamur' intra tonferentiam 

noſtram tenere, nec conculcandam poreis © cuntlus' ex - 

þrnere : For the proof* of which commarid'or charge, 

he refers, not to their Communion Service, or their 

Otftice 
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Office at the Euchariſt, ( asthe Door hints)but to 
a Paſſage of our Saviour's, as it is laid dowg expreſly 
inthe Goſp-1 : Loguente Domino, & dicente, ne de- 
deritis - ſantum. canilus, neque miſeritvs margaritas 
weſtras ante porcos, Bc. In this ſame Tra@ the 
Door pretends to find a'ChriſtianLitany ; he re- 
fors 'to the ſame page he had quoted for the former 
Paſſage, 'but you will find the Paſſage he ſpeaks 
of,' towards the Juttor ''end- of this Tra&, Here 
$t.-Cyprian laith, That notwithſtanding Chriſtians 
can xejoyce in every Condition, and patiently bear 
the moſt adverte occurrences, becauſe of the reſpe& 
they have untothe happy and blefledEſtate which 1s 
to-come ;. yet" they do as occaſion requres offer up 
their Prayers:to God. for temporal bleſlings, and 
the removing or moderating of Adverſities, &c. 


trand;s, wel | auferendis vel temperandis adverfis 
rogamus' ſemper, © preces fundimus,” Wc. ' Now 
becauſe 'St.Cyprian and Tertullian \do give an ac- 
count of ſome things which were the {ubje&t mat- 
ter of the Chriſtians conſtant or occaſional Petr 
tions, (for I ſuppoſe the Dottor doth hardly 
think the. Chriſtians did every :day pray for the 
procuring . of Rain) therelore the Dottor con- 
cludes they had a Liturgy; And becauſe the par- 
riculars mentioned, were prayed forinithe Ancient 
Litanies, ( though much younger than either : of 
theſe :two- Authors ) therefore in the | times of 
theſe! Authors, they had a certain Form, though 
they concealed the phraſes of 'it'from unbelievers. 
If any Man -can fee any ſtrength 4nthis way of ar- 
guing, before it ibe proved that AW, 


of 5 3, 


JPY Cont, 


Bt tam'n pro 'arcendis hoſtibus', © imbribus impe- © 


emer. 
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be prayed for but in preſcribed words,: 1 muſt ac- 
knowledge he canſee farther-than I can. 

The Doctor having produced theſe Teſtimonies 
from St.Cyprian,to evidence a Liturgy in his days,ap- 
plies himſelf to anſwer ſome Paſſages Mr. Clarkgou 
had offered from this Author, to prove that in 


-his days, thoſe who did officiate were at liberty to 


expreſs themſelves in:their Prayers as they thought 
moſt convenient, The firſt Quotation for this 
purpoſe is out of St. Cyprian's Epiſtle to Pope I «- 
cins, where he gives him. an account of their pray- 
ing to God for him ſuitably to the preſent occaſion 
which,was offered them. This occation of offering 
up their prayers for him was particular, and fuch 
as wasnot incident every day.The Q :eſtion now is 
this, Whether ſeeing they did pray for him with a 
particular regard to what is related in that Epiſtle, 
the Petitionsthey offered up. were preſcribed, or 
whether they were expreſt freely- according as 
the occaſion required 2 I ſhall leave the indiffercnt 
Reader, when he peruſeth what - the Doctor hath 
ſaid about this matter, to conclude as he ſhall ſee 
fit, whether the DoCtor hath cleared this Paſlage 
to his ſatisfaction. - For 1 thiok the Queſtion is 
not,whether thoſe words he relates there, -were the 
very words they conſtantly uſed on that occaſion ; 
but whether there was a Prayer:ready preſcribed 
for that occaſion 2 If there were not, and they did 
ordinarily pray. for the things mentioned without 
being conhned: to uſe the fame words every 
time, do you judge whether this Paſſage do make 
more for the Doctor or Mr. Clark/on. It is in my 
judgment, but a- poor anſwer for the Doctor to 
in{inuate, 
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inſiquate, that a Primate may occaſionally pray 
without a preſcribed Form, but infertour Prieſts 


may 'not, unleſs' Miniſterial abilities are not.to. 
be exerciſed proportionably to the meaſure in 


which God hath conferred the ſame; but ac. 


cordingly as thoſe who have them can climb up 


towards the top of Eccleſiaſtical Dignity and Pre- 
ferment. 


-+* His ſecond Allegation (faith the Door } out - 


* of St. Cyprian for ſuch occaſional Prayers is, that 
* there are alſo mention of ſuch occalional Pray- 
*ers in the | Epiſtle to Moſes and Maximus; but 
* he durſt not ( faith the Doctor) cite the place 
*ar large, which only ſpeaks of private Prayers 
* made. by theſe Confefſors in priſon, &c. ' Now 
becauſe the DoRor-hath ſuch a mind to have 
the place cited at large, I will do it, and then 
leave you to judge whether it only ſpeaks | of 
private Prayers, or whether the Paſſage do ſpeak 
at all of the Prayers of theſe Confeſlors? Mr. Clark: 
ſon refers to the particular Epiſtle, and the words 
are theſe, Et nos | grin veſtri, diebus ac notibus, me- 


wid Jad 
mores, & quando in ſacrificiis precem cum pluribus Maxim. 


facimus, & cum in ſeceſſu privatis precibus oramus, 
coronis ac laudibus teſtris plenam domini faventiane 


poſiulamus. | 


P. 70. 


Cypr, eſt. 
Mol. & 


There is one inſtance more, the Doctor takes P. 7r, 


notice of, and ſeems to be in ſome paſſion with 
Mr. Clarkſon about it. Now the matter ſtands thus; 
Mr, Clarkſon in one part of his Book is ſhewing 
that the Ancients were not ſo wedded to particus 
lar words and phraſes, as ſome have been in lat- 


ter years. And to give ſome proof of this, he 
H doth 


($0) 


deth iſhew'among{t other 'inſtances, that rhey did 


' not conceive” Chriſt had to ried rhem up 'in the 


Adminiſtration |'of Baptiſt, ” that- they muſt oe-" 
ceflarily uſe-juſt thoſe very words he had fet down 
relating to this matter in the Goſpel 5 but' thar 
they had leave to vary their expreſſions, and 
change thoſe words related in the Gofpel for. o- 
thers, provided tney did not change the ſence. 
He ſhews' they did ordinarily vary in ſeveral par- 
ticulars, and amongſt the reſt he ſaith ſome thought 
themſelves not obliged to Baptife expreſly, in che 
name of the Sacred Trinity, fo as to name every 
perſon, as they are mentioned Mat. 28. 19. but 
1a the name of Chriſt, or of the Lord Jeſus, or 
of the Lord. ' He farther adds, and this ſup- 
poſed to be the praftice of the beſt times, 
hath great Advocates. He names ſeveral, who are, 
and were far enough from being lookt upon 
as' Hereticks: Afterwards he quotes this very Paſ- 
ſage in St. Cyprian, Which creates the Door 
ſo. mnch: diſturbance. | The Do&or: ſcems to be 
diſpleaſed be cauſe Mr. Clarkſon did not quote the 


_ Paſlage entire, without leaving out any words ; and 


then tells us St, Cyprians words are theſe : * How 
*then do ſome ſay, who' axe *cut: of the Church, 
*1ea againſt the Church, that if a Pagan'be any 
*where, or any way Baptiſed in the name of 
«Chriſt Jeſus, he may obtain the Remiſſion of 
Sins 2 And herenpon the Door falls into a 
warm fort cf (hort talk about Hereticks and 
Schiſmaticks. Now St. Cyprians words are theſe; 
Qromedo ergo quidam dicunt, foris extra ecclefiam, 
modo in nomine Jeſa Chriſti ubicinq; & qnuomodocung; 


gen-+ 
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pentilem Baptizatum Remiſiontm peccatorum conſequi 
pol? | will not diſpute whether the Door 

ath tranſlated this Paſſage as it ought to be 
tranſlated, though I do. not know any neceffi- 
ry that there js, that foris extra erclefiam, muſt be 
uſed as explanatory 'of ' quidam. Burt all that Mr. 
Clarkſon brought this Paſſage for, was to prove 
that ſome in St.” Cyprians , were of the above 
mentioned opinion And I. think the quotation 
is full to that” point. He did not produce this 
place to prove they were Orthodox' in St. Cy- 
Pprians Judgement , but he doth expreſly declate 
St Cyprian did not allow it; yet 1 am not ſenſi. 
ble” rhat ir doth follow they were either Here. 
ticks or Schiſmaricks, becauſe forts extra ecclefrars, 
15 in this ſentence. RC OT oa 

The Dottors next proof for Liturgits is from p. ,.. 
the account St. Bafi/ gives concerning Gregory Thau- 
maturgus, * who was ſo much for a Liturgy that we 
* have the teſtimony of St. Bafil (faith the Doctor) 
*concerning him, that he appointed a Form of Pray- 
*er for that Church of Nzeceſarea, from which they 
would not vary in one Ceremony, or in a Word ; 
nor would they add one myſtical Form to thoſe 
which he had left them. Now the Cafe was 
thus. St. Bzfil was proving, the Divinity of the 
Holy Spirit, from the Ancients Aſcribving Glory pafil. de Syir. 
and Power to the Father, and the Son, with the ſanto. cap. 29. 
Fly Spirit. And having named Teveral of the . 
Ancients who had taught that Glory and Power 
were to, be Afcribed to, the Spirit, as well as to 
the Father, and the Son, he at laſt mentions'Gre- 
gory the Great, and "proves that he was of the 

* H 2 ſame 


P. 73. 
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fame mind, from the . preſent practice of that 
Church. And to make it appear they had. nor 
varied from the Do&rine ot that great man, 
he reports the profound reſpe& the people of 


that Country-ſtill bad for him. . So that [5 ne, 


&c. as the DoCtor relates in his Margin] they 
would not add any Praftice, any Word, or any 
myſtical Form in the Church to what he had 
left with them. By which 1 conceive he means, 
that they. did ſtrictly obſerve that way and me- 
thod.for their ordinary Worſhip, and kept flrict- 
ly to thoſe DoQrines, and that way of Admi- 
niſtring the Sacrament which were in uſe in Gre- 
gories time. But he doth not ſay one word of Gre- 
gorie's appointing a Form of Prayer for that Church. 

or does tt follow that becauſe they Worſhiped 
God in the ſame manner, a great many years 


after Gregory, wherein they worſhipped him in 


his time, that therefore they uſed the very words 
he uſed.” Whereas, it is faid they did not acd 
a word to what he left with them, that doth 


not relate to their Prayers, but to the Do- 
Axine he taught 3, for here St. Byfil is [peaking of 


the Divinity of the Holy jw and proving that 
Doctrine. And in other places St. Bafi/ takes no. 


tice how tenacious they were of the Words in 


which Gregory did deliver the Dodrines of Chri- 


| Thanity unto them, particularly to prove his own 


Dottrine to be the fame with what Gregory did 
teach, he alledged his having, learned from Mac- 
rina the DoCtrines of Faith in the very words 


wherein Gregory had delivered them. Tf it ſhall 


be ſaid he Is here proving the Divicity of the 


Holy 
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Holy Spirit by a part of their Worſhip, viz. their 
aſcribing Glory and Power to God, what can be 
interred from thence is but this; That Gregory 
had taught them when they did aſcribe Glory 
and Power 'to the Father and Son, to add allo, 
With the Holy Spirit. St. Bafil farther adds, They 
were fo tenacious of what Gregory had taught and 
practiſed amongſt them, they would not depart 
from that ſimplicity in the Celebrating of the 
Worſhip ' of God, which he obſerved, though a 
more Pompous and Ceremonious way did pre- 
vail in other Churches, and which ſome thought 
did better ſuit with the alteration of their cir- 
cumſtances. But here you may. take notice that 
St: Bafd doth not alledge any ' Liturgy, Gregory 
had compoſed for them, but only pleads the pre- 
ſent uſage of that Church, and argues it was 
the ſame in Gregories days; not becauſe they 
had a Liturgy of his Compoſing, but becauſe 
their reſpeAt to him all along to the pre- 
ſent time was ſuch, they would not ſuffer any 
addition to be made, to the method or order he 
obſerved, or to the Dofrines he had taught. 
To me it appears plain, that there was not any 
Liturgy of Gregories Compoling, St. Baſt could 
produce for his preſent purpoſe ; but finding ſome- 
thing in the uſe of that Church which was per- 
tinent to his buſineſs, he alledges that, and rhe 
better to inforce thar allegation, he urges the great 
probability there was that they received it trom 
him; and to pur the more colour upon this, he 
breaks forth /into a Rhetorical Encomwium on that 


Father, and the great reſpe&t the people of that 
"1, Coun- 


Baſil Epilt. 
£2. ad Cler, 
Noerocel, 
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Country bad for him. So that the 'ſentence the 
Do@or quotes, only entertains us with an Hy. 
perbolical account of the reſpet the people had 
tor Gregory, For St. Baſil himſelf doth ſpeak 
much otherwiſe of this matter when: it comes 
in his way upon a different occaſion. And par- 
ticularly in that very. Epiſtle the Do@or reters 
us to, in the next place, for;a proof *that this 
* Gregory had. appointed that Church a particular 
« way. of ſinging the Pſalms; of which the Neo- 
© ceſarean Clergy were: fo extreamly tenacious, :thar 
* when St. Baſi/ would have, brought in a (better 
*way, they oppoſed him 1n at, and objected that 
*it was not ſo-in the days of Gregory the Grear. 
'Tis :true, it was objected againſt that way of 
ſinging St. Bafi/ would bave introducgd, that it 
was not in uſe there, in the time of Gregory, But 
1 you conſider the Anſwer, St. Bgf/ makes to this 
Objetion, you will find him giving an account of 
the Neoceſareans very different from that we hare 
in his Book de Spiritn Saxfo. Amongſt other 
things which he ſaith, be peremptorily enquires By 
what Trſtimonies will they make it evident, that thoſe 
things which ht recommends to them, were not in uſe 
in the time of Gregory ? Now afluredly this was 
a very ſtrange ſort of queſtion, if he knew they 
had a Liturgy of Gregory's Compoling, which they 
conſtantly made uſe of. Or if they had but an 
Order of bis framing , | which they were ſtrittly 
to obferve in the ſeveral parts of their Wor- 

ip. Yea, he tel them to whom he Wries, 
that they had not preſerved any of thoſe miiances 
then uſed pure and uncorrupe unto that ' xime. 


More- 
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moreover he: very plainly intimates, that there 
was:rio way: to! make a-true judgment of what 


Gregory did, : but by confultmg the Holy Scrip: ures. | 


When' he mentions ſeveral particulars, winch he 


aſrms concerning Gregory , he doth not quote. 


his Litargy, his Rubrick, &c. but expreſs ' words 
of Scripture: particularly he faith; That : Gregory 
Prayed with his Head wwovered Now how doth 
he-prove this? Not from any order Gregory had 
made concerning this matter, but becauſe the 
Apoſtle had ſaid, Every may Praying or Prophe- 
cying, with his Head covered, diſhonoureth his Head; 
And Gregory ( faith he ) was a genuine Diſciple 
of the Apoſtles. Thus you have an account of thoſe 
two Patſages the Dottor doth quote out of St. Ba- 
fil. And you may now judge whether it be poſ- 
fible to have a clearer proof in the World for Pre- 
feribed Forms than this; And whether the DoCtor 
had any occaſion given him from theſe Allegati- 
ons, to break forth into ſuch a Vaunting Diſ- 
courſe as he entertains his Reader with, upon 
his having produced theſe quotations ? 

_ Asifor what the Dottor quotes out of Exſeb;- 
#5 ' cohcerning Paulus Samoſatenus 3 It only con- 
eerns Hymns; and I am not ſenſible that the way 
of arguing is cogent, That becauſe people do ling 
Hymns compoſed to their hands, therefore they do 
or muſt neceſlarily pray by preſcribed Forms. 
One might think the Precentor of Fork ſhould un- 
derſtand the diflerence there ts, \betwixt praying, 
and ſinging, if any knowledge of the nature, and 
uſe of finging, of framing the voice 1ato a regu- 


lar, melodious, tunable ſound, in order to the 
raiſing 
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raiſing of the affcQions, beat all neceſſary to that 
Charafter. And .a due conſideration / of that, 
might have prevented a great” many tautologics 
which are. to be found in his Scholaſtical Hitto- 
ry, and would have made his Diſcourſe much 
ſhorter than it is, though it muſt have deprived 
the Reader of many 'of thoſe flights: ( which it 
may be) the DoCtor «conceits are very graceful. 
But 'if you have a mind to peruſe the Paſſage 
( the DoCtor ſpeaks of ) in Euſebius, if you con- 
ſult Yalefſws his Edition, you muſt not look for 
it where the DoQtor's Margin directs, but in 4b. 
7. \Cap. 3O. | 

P. 96, *I thall add no more ( faith the Doctor) in 
* this Century, but to obſerve, that in the Epi- 
*ſtle of Dionyfuus of Alexandria, recorded by Eu- 
« ſcbius, it appears tg have been the general uſage 
*of the Church, for every one of the People to 
Flay Amen, when they heard the. Prie't offer 

Zuſcb. Hiſt. Ec * them the Sacrament, and ſay, The Body of our 

cleſ. lib. 6. cap. * Lord Jeſus Chriſt, &c. which was a Form fo uni- 

4 *verſally uſed in all Churches of the world, that 
* we may conclude it was enjoyned by all Liturgies. 
What Edition of Exſebius the Door made” uſe 
of, I do not know. But his 'Margin gives tne no 
aſſiſtance for the finding of the place he ſpeaks 
of, The Form, the Door faith,” was ſo uni- 
verſally uſed, I ſuppoſe is theſe words, The Bo» 

dy of our Lord. Jeſus Chrift, 8c. Now I do not 
remember 'that Exſebjus' doth any where in. his 
Sixth Book report, either from Dzony/eus, or any 
other, that thoſe words were univerſally uſed on 
the occaſion the Door mentions. But there is 


a Palhage 


.: : \(ep)) 
41 kis Sixth Book which hath fome- 


. 


, 
«T7 


not. I will give you che iſh of it, and refer 
you 'to the Authar, to ſee her you can find 


what" the Doftor mentions; whether pa 


any thing -there for the DoRor's purpoſe, 'Zuſes! xyes. nin. x. 
bius faith that ' Cornelius relates to Pabius the — cleſ. lib. = 
of all the wickednefles which Novatas was guil.  * 745 


ty of, which was this, When he hath conſecrated 
the Elements, dividing unto every one a Portion, 


and giving 'it unto him, he compels thoſe wretch- 
ed Jerfons to ſwear inflead of giving thanks, for 
e< \the' hands of him who receiveth; with- 
in bork his hands, he doth not looſe them till he 


hath ſworn in this manner (for I will report his 
words ) Swear to me by the Body and Blood of 
our” Lord Teſus Chrift, that thou wilt never far- 
ſake me, and turn to Cornelius, Apd the miſera- 
ble man doth not taſte of the Elements, till he hath 
fiſt pronounced a Curſe upon himſelf ; and when he 
receives that Bread, inſtead of jaying, Amen, He 
ſaith T7 will not return to Cornelius. -If this be the 
.the' Doctor means, here is nothing ſaid 
of the "peoples hearing the Prieſt ſay. theſe par- 
ticular words, The Body of our Lord Fejus, 8c; 
Beſides, -this paſſage is not in Diovyſins his Epi- 
file, but in Corne/ius his Epiſtle to Fabius. But 


yet there is in Euſebins's Seventh Boak- an Epis- 
ſtle of Dionyfins, which hath ſomething in it that 
hath! ſome refſemblance-to ſome part' of thatthe 
Door relates; I will give you an account of 
. that, and then 1 have done with the Doctors 


Quotations for this _ Diony/ins in bus o_ 
© 


((-58') 

Euſeb, Hiſt. Ec- (\Je- #0 (| \Xyftlus,' Biſhop't of | RamMe; relates how: 
oof 12,7* one: who had been:eſtecmed, ox! reckoned 3 great: 
; while for one. of ahe Faithful, upon his obſerving 
how Baptiſm was celebrated amongſt the Ortho- 
dox, was in-very great trouble, becauſe having 
..- been;Baptiſed amongſt-the:.Hereticks, ' his Baptiſm 
'-- was not: the, ſame, : not; had not any thing com-. 
© mon with: the: Bapriſm/-of the Orthodox; 'And 
therefore + he. was very deſirous to be Baptiſed 
2gain, © Dionyſws. durſt .not doit, but told bim, 
that: his «long ..contumed Communion -Wab, the 
Church was :ſuſficientz, For £4. way: not. Baptiſe 
bim -again,- who: hath: often heard the Praiſes which 
are offered «anto\ God, and. bath anſwered with the 
reſt, Amen 3 who hath ſtood at the Table, and hath 
ſtretched. forth his hands to. take the- Sacred Food, 
and hath-;received the ſame, \and bath or a conveni- 
ent; time been partaker ' of the -Body.. aud. Blood: of 
our Lord Feſus: Chriſte. If this be the 'paſlage the 
Dottor - means, you'will ecafily perteive, - that he 
gives-not a fair-.account- of . it,..and that .it is not 
at :all; for | his purpoſe. I. donot. fee. how a pre- 
ſeribed: Liturgy can! te;: inferred from: either of 
theſe paſſages related our of Exfebins, no.nor- ( ſup- 
poſing pSod evidence that. the - Prieſt did;conſtant- 
iy uſe, theſe words, The Body of :cur Lord Jeſus 
briſt, :&c,” 10. diſtributing and giving the Bread 
unto !the; people} :haw 'we can juſtly conclude 
there; was ; aipreſcribed. Liturgy, from. the words 
of which; the-Prieſt; muſt never vary in any: of 

his Prayers and Praiſes in Publick ? 


. -- ifs 


"ITO: (.59)) © 
s, b'thinkT have now given you a true account 
of all choſe /paſſages the, Poor bath ole Ge 
of the Ancients, for Liturgies, .in_ the. three Firſt 
Centuries." It is eaſie for- any man, who lays afide 
prejudice, and will form'a judgment of matters 
only in proportion to the evidence which is offer- 
ed for them, to. determine whether His Quotati- 
ons'be a ſolid proof of that for which he produ: 
ceth them. 

F have. confined my ſelf to what the DoCtor 
alledgeth for Liturgies in the three Firſt Cents- 
rzes, becauſe I think this ,pretended Antiquity, of 
Liturgies is deſigned, not .to juſtifie their /awſl- 
eſs ( and. would we content our ſclves with that, 
and effeQtually prove their expediency, the breach 
betwixt us,” and the greateſt part of our Fellow- 
Proteſtants relating /to this- matter, would ſoon 
be madei\up_) bur: to. introduce, or ſupport an 
Opinion of 'thein Neceſſity in the Chriſtian. Chirch. 
And I conceive the three Firſt Centuries, 1s a peri- 
od of ſufficient extent for an enquiry , concerns 
ing a. matter ſo circumſtanced. The /awfulneſs 
of Littirgics' may be argued from more Rational 
Topieks,. than Humane, Authority. Their Expe- 
diency muſt be judged of, upon a juſt weighing 
of circumſtances ; Their Neceſſity cannot be pro- 
ved by any Topick. . IIs 

Thoſe who attempt to advance the Neceſſity 
of Liturgies, do not only oppoſe them, who 
were wont tolbe/called Diſlenters, .but are appa- 
rently managing a Deſign again{fthe moſt Learn- 
ed, Judicious, and Moderate, who are in the 


Communion of the Church of Eng/and : And Ry 
ore 


the Chriſtian Church, leaving their ſenſe 
behind, and then' tacking them together in Dif. 
courſes about Lirurgics, "will 'go more" prove Li- 
turgies to be as Ancient as 'they pretend, than 
the Artificial Faſtning of a Long Gray-Beard to 
oY Youth's Chin, will prove him to be a very Old 

an, 

_ Sir, With reference 'to'the following Part of 
the Dofor's Book, I ſhall 'only' (ret you at pre- 
ſent, That I rake it to be of a Pize with | that 
Part IT have already conlidered. ' And if you are 
deſirous to have a more diſtiat account | of the 
Greateſt Part of '/his more Numerous Quotations 
in the Fourth Centnry; you! need not! (give your 


ſelf any. farther trouble," chan to ſignific your 
Pleaſure to | 


Primitive and General Uſe 
O-F =, 
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che greeſt por of of he Fourth C&NTMRY. 
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of 1 words, which bave\ 
2 rhe-Rles of Reoſon 
; which are | 


nod many W4a)s 6 
Remen Cre Faith, 
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EXAMINATION 


OF 


Dr. CO MBE Rs Teſtimonies 


FOR 


LITURGLIES 


(In the Fourth Century, ec.) 


; S I R, 
| Shall wave all Ceremonious Addref, and im» 
tely apply my ſelf to-what is to be my 
in this Letter 3 viz, To. you 2 
according to the of my 
of e greateſt part of thoſe nu  _ 
3 Dr. Comber produced from 
o prove that the only way of the © , 
Chriſtian Publick Worſhip, was by the Uſe of pre. 
ſcribed Liturgies 


| | | In the Fourth C entary. 


| I ©} for, near the inning of his Diſcourſe Wy 
hourt Century, doth certific, * That if we hed 2 
- It " 
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m_ WW. Eo: * 
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buſineſs. But if-there were 


« no Evidence of ſetled Forms 'of Prayer before 
« this Ape; tr had been-enongh I 

« of ther, to ſhew we have Preſidefits for it from 
&« this Age. Here (I think) the DoCtor ſhould 
have explained himſelf a Httle , and ſhould have 


teld- uv - oe props 5 our T/je of them, 
oi k ows Mt. Clak/on's \ihting of the Point, 
be ſhould have taken care to have produced good 
Proof of ſuch »ſe of thetn im this Age. For 1t his 
Quotations do ngt reach ſuch, uſe of Liturgies, 
(ough:rhey!i Minth Juſtifie our uſe of theih): they 


will not at all affe& Mr. Clarkſor, on whom the 
Door doth all along beſtow this Epithet, My Adver- 


1 Before the DoCtor begins with his Quotations 


i Btefery the lays Gown two | ge. w 

Agehs eirly #ndughto juftzire ourVle Litek 
gies, His firſt Reaſons this, ** Becauſe this 4s the 
« firſt "Ctitury Wherein the miracalons Gifts were 
* ceaſed. Now if the DoCtor by miraculous Gifts, 
do mean miraculous Gifts of Prayer, he ſhould fir(t 
have proved there were ſuch Gifts formerl 
he had alledged the ceafing of them, as a, Ju 


df 'Litarpies. And he hath .not bne Author inthe 
preceding Centiiries which faith any thing of ſich 
miraculous Gifts. And he can #lle one Au- 


hor (thar'f ktiow of) In the. after 


W Of ) it Ages of Anti- 
quity, 'who 'had ifibibed the Norion. of -an extra- 
ordinary Gift of Prayer in the Primitive Church. 
Asfor other miraculous Gifts, the continuance, or the 
ceaſing of them, have nothing to do with this preſent 

Tach miraculous Gifts of 
Prayer (as the DoQor ſpeaks of) till this 
and theſe did ſuperſede the'Ue -of Litur 
Chriſtian Church till thisCentury, then all 


wry, 
in the 
his former 


FR 


Quoſaſions tations for Liturgics are not only Impertinent;but 
z conident _pretence of Proof rr dire@ Contradiftion 
to bis 'own Nozzon, If there ' were fach miraculous 


Gifts, and yet they did not ſuperſede the Uſe of 


Liturgies, then the ceaſing of thoſe Gifts cannot- be 
a very weighty Reafon why this Age ſhould be carly 
enongtt to juſtifie ſuch Uſe of Liturgies, as is at pre- 
fent' in debate. The Doftor's ſecond” Reafor' is , 
4'This was the firſk Century wherein the Church 
* was fctled under Chriftian Magiſtrates. Now 
this is. certain, when Magiſtrates were Chriſtians, 
the Church had more Favs, por and liberty for Wors- 
ſhip, than they had before, But Ido not underſtand 
why this ſhould juſtifie the Officers of the Church 
in a total, negle&t to exerciſe their own Abilities 3 
or indeed in exercifing ther own Abilitics leſs in 
Prayer and Praiſe, than they did before. I cannor 
perceive how this will juſtifie the offering up'* of 
Prayers to 'God in Chriſtian Aſſemblies, in another 
manner than was formerly uſed. If Liturgies were not 


uſed in Chriſtian Aſſemblies formerly, how-will the 


bare*having Chriſtian Magiſtrates juſtifie the Uſe of 
them afterwards > Indeed if wurtiipping God inthe 
ſole Uſe of preſcribed Litargies, be a better and 
more pure way of worſhipping God, than that the 
Church uſed before 3 and the Church gained this 
Priviledge and Advantage by their enjoying Chrt- 
ſtian Magiſtrates,” then the Door will have 'fome 
. colour for his way of reafoning. Burt if it ſhould 
prove -at laſt, that the fole Uſe of preſcribed Litur- 
ores is not a way of Worſhipſo pleaſing to God, as 
that the Church uſed when in outward circumſtances 
which were leſs proſperous ; then ſuppoſing ſuch Uſe 


of Liturgies in this Century, this Reaſon of rhe 
IB B 2 Doctor's 


P. 77. | 


DoGtar's will not-Jultine. It, . £2; | aus4 
to the Doftor's Reaſons, I will gow, conſider the 
Quotations he doth produce out of the Ancients, to 
prove the fore-mentioned Uſe of Liturgies in this 
Century. 

Arnobins is the firſt Author of this Century which 
the Door quotes. © In whom (faith: the or) 
« there are ſome Intimations of the Uſe of Forms. 
This may be ſuppoſed, without any detriment to.that 

art of the Queſtion, the Door doth combat. To 

(hort, I will relate Arnobinss words, from which 
the Door concludes he hath theſe Intimations of the 
Uſe of Forms ; and then you may judge whether the 
Uſe of Forms of Prayer can be drawn-fram what 
Arnobins doth ſay, without a. great deal of violence. 
Arnobins, in bis Firſt Book, doth vindicate the Chri. 
ſtians from what the Heathens did lay to- their charge, 
and pretended was a juſt ground for their treating 
the Chriſtians ſo cruelly as they did 5 viz. That the 
Chriſtians. were the cauſes why. the Gods did infli& 
Calamities and Judgments upon them 3 and that the 
_ Gods did afflift them, to. engage and, excite>them 

to-puniſh and take vengeance on the Chriftians, who 
were ſo offenſive to.them. Arxobizs enquires.particu- 
larly of them, what the Reaſon Mould. be, that the 
Gods ſhould be ſo-offended at the Chriſtians > And 
| he brings in the Heathens giving. this Anſwer, Reli- 
'  Arnb. adv. giones inquiunt impias, atque ineuditos cultus terrarum 


0M og #:47* orbe traftatis. Upon..this Arnobins expoſtulates with 


> 2bnob. adv, Gent, by itſelf. 
2 


' Gene. is joyned them, and particularly in theſe words: Dewn principens 


to the Com” rerun cuntlarum quacunque ſunt, Domiunm ſummitatem 
Plains, there- 0mnium ſummorum ebtinentem adorare, obſequio_venera- 


fore | refer to. 
the Pages a rhey #re markt in my Book, and not as 1 ſhould have done, If-I- had had 
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boli inuocare, in rebas feſſir,” totis ut ita dixerim ſenfibus. 


infauſte, impictatis @ ſacrilegii plena, ceremonias anti- 
 quites inflitutas novitatis ſue ſuperſtitione contaminans > 

Now what 1s there in theſe words, that can pofſibly 
intimate a Uſe of Forms of Prayer? Will any Man 
undertake to prove that obſequium wenerabile, was 
Latin in. thoſe days for a preſeribed Liturgy? Arnobius 
doth afterwards ſay, That whoſoever doth condemn 
the Chriſtians on this account, deſerves neither to be 
reckoned a Th = : Man : And _ they 
might-pretend , That- they were certified by their 
Oracle, that the Chriſtians were Ungodly z he tells 
them, -That he: who delivered their Oracles, . was 
not fit to be reputed 2 God, becauſe of his ignorance 
concerning theChriſtians, and their Worſhip 3. which 
he might have know of, | if he 'had- any ſenſe. 
Delins Apollo; vel Clarins Didymeus, Philefius,P)thius, 
& is habendus divinus eft 2 qui aut ſummum imperatorem 
weſcit, aut ignorat 2 nobis quotidianis 1 precibus ſupplicari, 
qui fi pelorum ſecreta neſciret, nec quid in intimis ſenſibus 
contineamus, agnoſceret, ſummum tamen invocare nos Dean, 
SE. eo ah Ns. poſtulamus orare, vel auribus potuit ſcire, 
wel ipfins wocis ſono qua  utimur in precibus noſcitare. 
Now. who could imagin this paſſage ſhould be al- 
ledged for. a Proof of Liturgies, unleſs it had been 
firſt evidenced that People cannot Pray, or not Pray 
daily, or not uſe their voice in Prayer, but by the 


Uſe of preſcribed Forms 2 Arnobius alſo, becauſe he 
had not time to treat particularly of all thoſe who- 


were the Chriſtian's Enemies, &«. reſolved to lay 
down a general Account what fort of People Chri- 
ſtians were 3 which he doth in theſe words : Nib4 


fſumns aliud Chriftiani, nifi Magiſtro Chriſto, ſunmmi regis. 


AL: 


art, amare, ſuſpicere, execrabilis religio eff, @ 


P, 471. 
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ac primeipts veneratores + nibil;' fi confideres, "alind inve- 
aftionis,' hic ths terminus drvinoram"dficiorans;  hic 
fins; 'huic ones ex more profternimur,  hunc\collwi# pre+ 
cibus adoramus, ab hoc' jufta, © honeſta,' & avditu' i 
condigna depoſeimus.” 'Do' you judge now! whether this 
Account” do* not aprert:to all Orthodox” Chriſtians, 
though they do not bind''themſelves ro"the' Uſe of 
4 preſcribed Liturgy.” 1 have ſet down all theſe 
Paſſages at large, that 'you may/ conſider them juſt 
as they are in Armob;us 1 For the Dodor did notthink 
fit to reporr'them intirely, nor ito Oy 'ccount 
of the Occaſion on which' 4r»obius did make iſe of the 


Phraſes he inſiſts on,” nor in* what manner Arnbius 
doth expreſs himſelf z but only picks up ſome ſingle 
Phraſes ſcattered in'theſe Paſſages, and/from his own 
jumbling' of - them alrogerher, "he ' concludes; Their 
'Pag-79. Prayers could be no other thay ſtated Forms known befote 


to the Congregation. "And the Doftor immediately 
adds, « Unleſs the Minifters 'and People had uſed 
< fact Forms, Arnobins could not be fure they ſhould 
<« always ask things fit for God's holy Ears.” Now 
Arnobius is ſpeaking of all: Chriſtians in general; and 
does only declare what their Duty is, S virtue of 
that Religion they do profeſs. Beſides, Arnobins 
could not be ſure Chriſtians would always ask things 
fit for God's holy Ears in the Uſe of Liturgies, unleſs 
all the wats which ſhould ever be nfed, had been 
brought under his particular Inſpe&tion. And ſome 
Liturgies, we are very certain, have been uſed, which 
have had ſuch things in them, as no good Proteſtant 
will undertake to juſtific, and prove were fit for God's 
holy Ears. The DoCtor faith further, © That Aro. 
* Þjus, 1m another place evidently points to that Li. 

45 tany 
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_* xany; which 7ertulliay had |briefly, deſcribed; in; his 
©. Apology. But I thinkthere isno preſcribed Litany 
| to be found-.in Zertulliay's Apology. And how evi- 
dently ſoever. 4rnobius doth point at that Litany, 1 
am.ſure- he ſays not any one word that imports.a pre- 
liaw; and if he had any thought of ſuch a Litany, it 
iscertain his Account of it is not the ſame with Ter- 
tullian's. Arnobids, in the place -where the Do@or 
thinks he has a preſcribed. Litany referr'd to, is expo- 
ſtulating with the Heathens abour their: rude pulling 
dowa the places where the Chriſtians had their Aſſem- 
blies for the Worſhip of God. His wordsare.theſe: 
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Cur immaniter- Conventicua. dirui? in. quibus ſummus Arnb. adv. 
oratur Devs.pax cunttis © venia poſtulatug, magiſtratibus, ** #6. 4- 


exexcitibus, regibns,  familiaribus, inimicis, &c. _ Here 
you may takg notice, that as Arnobius, and other of 
the Ancient Writers dodeclare, the Chriſtians did: pray 
for. theſe and thelike Perſons and Things.intheir Al- 


ſemblies ; ſo neither he,; nor any of the, F be- 
fore him, do ever fay the Chriſtians did,zeonſtantly. 
pray for theſe Perſons and Things inthe words, 


which is-neceflary to a Liturgy in the preſent ſenſe of 
that word. And though Arnobius, and other Fathers 
had no deſign to quote the words of their Litany, (as - 
the Doctor faith) yet they might have certified, that 

the words were preſcribed, and'that they had Forms, 
which they were obliged. to,uſe without: variation,” af | 
the Caſe were..ſo .in their days,, And their having 
never told the World-that.it -was thus in their days, 
leaves -us without Evidence that Liturgies were then | 
in-ule, T1045 | 

The,DoRar's next Autherity for Liturgies, is what 


Euſehins reports concerning Conſtantine the Great. , y 
aith 


Þag. 624. 


= 
Fj id 


idge ne if he means, Pra 
and (conſiſting of 


A. F Coh.p6n. p628, the Emperor, becauſe he was ayer curradier OR 


Wdieper, | | 
bas erscompoled to hi 


words which muſt not by 
any means be varied, I think he will not eafily prove 
that to be the ſenſe of this Expreſſion here z and if 
he a not that, the Quotation will not ſerve his 

I think the Phraſe doth Ge the lawful Pray- 


ay or Prayers Ne, are *o the Laws which 
concern the D bh ak This 1s os Phraſe Exſe- 
bias doth uſe - Bibb Tges"che Do@or doth 
alledge from him. And i rages be allowed 
ro underſtand ' his own meaning, et 
himſelf, T think it will rity _ cher he did 


not mean Zumare Laws relating 13 this Duty, but 
mes. + What the Doftor further adds in the 
ge. relates only to Heathen Soldiers ; and if 
4 a Form of Prayer for them, and obliged 
them to recite it '('@as he'reports) every Sunday, what 
is that to a Liturgy in the Chriſtian Church? But ! 
do not perceive that'the Soldiers were obliged to re- 
peat thoſe very wordgof which his Prayer did conſiſt. 
He made them a. Prayer. which. Euſebius reports 
a2.) which (bthink) IIS sProjer, 
8 a Pattern for” Prager 2 For Eujeb ins faith, 


2 | Ia. cap 20. Ket Tua/T« idjPacxes W Tal; ways Indy 2 eprivas gurds : 
= | And be taught them to atter ſuch words in their Prayers 


to God. But faith the Door, <4 he commends the 
« Emperor, becauſe he was 2 Teacher of the words 
« of Prayer. I do acknowledge, he doth commend 


this Title, as well as eras Pn avs were Per- 
formed in ar, and here be explains himſelf, 
350 . ſuch as were able to the Di. 
t Conſantine's e reſembled the 
bu other things, in this, that 
 fuch ormed there 
AY Laws of God. And from hence we may 
28th nee ( Ornpore-oro eEwet BY to God in 


ito cuh.wog 
think” it is :0o date in the 50 Gold Dit of 
that by Authors who lived in the Fourth rw 


om writing 0 SE 


Devil, 


agreeable 


"R 


þ I”. i | E + 'V. s 2% 

rayed for Conflantins. | 

Peg & to pray for hun 
y all 


. 


obliged*to uſe theſe words intheir 


very (light Proof 
12 his Prayers, 


the comeneng oft 


wer Rb tis of op ch s might je, Th 


= might have uſed the Churches | 

He anſwers, The Churches were fo femall, 
not contain the People , arid then propounds ome In. 
terrogations has that rhis was the firteſt-place 
they couſd us 15; ir Bins of it@, Sec. 
Which was pp That 1s Peughe foal croad by parcels 
into plies which were wot ſi cient to Contain them without 


dawger,' of that 
hs which was ſpac fry receive them, and where 


might make one and the voice ET 
= joynt agreement of the People "OE he means 


—_— Cad hep apt 1 Pap Pe k, he de. 


thei KHAnt- 


——_ Amen : For he-feamediate adds, This was 


the beſt"(piz. their LG. {o a 
becauſe zt 
aaretur our and a——_— the ſooner wo» = 


te 


For” (continues- At 


4 
hanaffus) if according tot ſe 


tis pupae _ 


gather together into one - 


3 Tun; he 
*d/]or, Sedflor gh. 
4h, | 


uſed theſe 


, inſtthe Eviderce 

ro C produced —_ the Father, on his 
ſide. The Door faith, ©; His dverlar mentions 
* nothing of this Father but two places, And he 
complains- with reference to the firſt, that the Hiſto- | 
ran is fallified, becauſe 7g {ves bifais (in the Plural 
Number) is tranſlated the Bible. But I think the 
Door had no reaſon -to- 4 pot oong bog faltfie 

-H ofiam bocauſe-0 this; and that moſt learned 


'T 5) 
be;more ound vpto Forms of tity 
exching +. The Dockot faith, |. I. 4 


Come which 
rr olppep rg rey oe On ares ng 
Thete Fob doubt bot: hddnginr did exerciſe inward 


Deyotion'to a high degree, but vhere be much 
doubt wherber he did-exerdiſe.it in the-&c.of Forme. 


Aid Ir conmir#chate b ctafin 56 tha that. Atha- 
Wt ſo violently oppatſed, fot 5 beceule 
Don rye ren”” dn ray nay 


- very. lately to have Jem 


dorus did rf? | droide the Choir into Pipe parks . Ero: were: 
to ſing alternately, 


< in Set Forms, the ochet fouſt be ſ@ too. But Theo- | 
ſpeaks only of their ſinging akernately, and it is 
». for. ought I can find in, Zheodorer, 
resthey would perform inthe Church. 
; pos -one of the Offi- 
in adi ir ſelf There 
, the Litergy' of Prayer, 
but I do not any 
x hicheo"a, where. tf word 
pip ace of Tel import DR 
| - 


> who then 
CS 


- 3 y th C ) one | ; 
Bue what his ground ſhould efs, I 
cannot irwagin, unleſs he thinks the Pray 


15 aternately, 'as well as their Pſalms ar ns- 
And "he" might” as well bring in their Sermons too, 
which" the' word Li#targy will reach as well as either 
oftheother,and ſo conitide they had Forms of Sermens, 


and fang them alfo alternately ; and then 1 hope there 
was Mafick enough. The Dodttor is willing. to own, 
that Dzvid's Pſalms begunnow to be ſung alternately, 
but that Hymns were Fang ſo before. And'is it not 
more unlikely that they ſhould fing their Hymn; after 
one faſhion, and their P/a/ms after another, than that 
their P/alms aid F/ymns ſhould be of one faſtuon, and 
their Prayert of another? T think there” were thi 
ways of {ging in the Chriſtian Church, and two of 
them came under the Name of Avtipboye. But fing- 
9% not my bifineſs, and therefore I will ay no 
tore of it now. But the 'DoQor obſerves further, 
«Phat Socrates telates, that ſoon 


after this (in Opp 
« fition to the "Arians) St. Chr Rs Ces "5 


«Evening Prayers, which oft be by adding to the 
«Forms , becauſe if it had been” in every Miniſter's 
« breaſt to make thoſe Evening [Prayers longer or 
«-ſhortet;” as he ' pleaſed in this extempore ways there 
* could have been no Addition hate to'them!” 

; This is very cunningly found. out of the-Dodtor ; 


but what if they were wont to pray 4 quarter of an. 


| hour in the Evening, and St. Chryſoftom brought in 
the pradfce of praying half an hourin the Eventing, 
and yet without a limitation to Forms, would not 


the Prayers be encreaſed 2 Ithink ifwe duely confider 
D Scrates, 


P. 85. 


ſome of his:Party to 
abt Hymys, in Opoſition tothe Arian: inthe 
hey took at that time. 


' is the Doftor's next Author. In whoſe 


4 6. Firs warn oe __ <« there is ſuch 
= ©h pr a. Fraſer 
aril -_ = alem; at that 
,thathemuſt {Forehead of Braſs who can 
ave pe | Door doth al- 
Cyril, EY aber St.Cyril himſelf doth 

biſings ; and yet I cannot ſee any Form. 

«the Lads Pr 5 nor any inti- 


to uſe prides 

wine F.; the Zac Fur, He ons up 

aided they ordinarily pray for 
then, but he does = lay they did conſtantly pray for 
rheſe things: in the /ame words, rauch.leſs that they 
"to do ſo. It appears from St. Cyril, that 

upon. particular Occafions at the Encha- 

riſt ,- for the Pri Prieſt to make a. ſhort Exhortation 
before he began to: Pray, and before he began the 
ikſgiving, -and for the people to: declare 

comply with thoſe Exhortatians ; and 

thar the was-2 Cuſtom: which "did not of at that 
ame, he thought it a landable Cuſtors derived. to them 


by 


find he (gives an ek 
pou - 


Ys 
impoſe. 2 ry Swag, 
on them. The Door ike Se: Cyrs 
to $t.' James's Liturgy, (in which t 


thi very Exhortations an Anfivers, 1nd Forts of 


Prayer wad Praiſe are there ſet down after theſe Exhor- 
tations and:Anſwers. I think, if we compare St.Cyrif's 
account of Matters with that Liturgy, we ſhall ſee 
RE es ha ret Lie of prefer 
were up to 0 
words in eo onde or Anſwers z for thoſe 
- St. Cyr#/ faith they uſed, and which he explains, are 
not exaQtly the ſame with thoſe in the Liturgy. The 
Doctor -infiſts much on theſe Exbortations - and An- 


ſwers, calling them Forms, and them as 
Proofs of a /Bur they are Forms 
rp whit - Dottor (ould produce.gr Prove 


tarts wee fc: cos Fore of Frayer, ove any 

St. Cyril, were not er, nor 

parts of their Prafers yers. The Dottor is pow 
hen LAS wes bk Line 

* That- St. Cyri# was ex E 

&© (not to Prieſts, who are 14. ery Heart on. 

« their part of the Office, bur) tothe Faithfal, who 

_ * knew "heir dif ny theſe publick bo gre Btparient 
« quired their wer, byt perhaps 

< not fully u and the fenge, and therefore St.Cyril 

© here briefly paſſes. over the Prieſt's part, and only 

* enlarges upon the People's ſhare of the Office. 

But St. Cyril doth cxplein ſorne of the Echortzeltos, 


which belonged to the —. _ largely as be ca 


3 


P. 934 


__ 


alt, < That St. Cyril bri 
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pleingl.age one Prayer cre is jp the 


the Prayers were pre; Forms 2 If the ,Reaſon 

was (as the Dofor injageees), y the Prayers were 
the Prieſts part part, and the - Bos L to under- 
ſtand their own part, think his 1 n..is very 
weak, at leaſt was not ſtrong Naa to'determin 
him to obſerve St. C prin ante, when he engaged 
in- the Expoſition 0 Lita: Did the Prieſts ; in 
St. Cyral's ak better ns nd_ their part,.. than 
ours do theirs } Or were. the People leſs concerned 
then to underſtand the Gt the Church, than 


inlleadof 


n, 

eſcribec Oe ms; d that in 

be Gyn age : hs ot 2 bafe r= 

Order for the Publick Wirkip, without any ſubjoyned 

Forms, St. Cyril does explain the general Orders, .he 

of tel Pic Wo hip, a yaa ar 

og or 4% he e n | 
beſides the _ 


uFroe, nor does he. 


does take wage of the Lord's &y hs and this we 
know does conſiſt of preſcribed words,3 and this Prayer 
mY =" Pe, but no. other. Prayer 
expoun an O : 80 one can tell, 

for this very Reaſon, becauſe | her Prayers were 
= reſeribed Forms, and. Gt he = not in what 
they would be ex 20 But the DoRor 
deſcribes the Prayer of 

« Conſecration, and the Es for all cſtatesof Men, - 


4 which 


"Ca). 


by wants rr alone. But ho 
nor 


words - did-gonfilt 
ts chop wore pr Forms; - © Aﬀer this ( faith 
)- yowlay the Lord'sPrayer, which being 
« es part,” is there largely expounded. But 
ya aorLgn this and'of the other Prayers inthe 
ſame manner, . and in-the ſame Perſon, without 
- 4 -any expreſſion wheteby it- may be concluded: 
that he. did approprigte- this Prayer to the _ 
And.though.the Doifor affirms, That after bis (St,Cyril 
ith }yas ſoy the Lord's: Prayer 3 it is quite otherwiſe : 
for St;Cyril's words areHre kdyuer Tos xr, 8c. thex, or 
after this, we ſay the 'Lord's pod Further the Door 
_ faith, 4 That ; St. Cyril ddth-not elume-to y.g — 
%.ſer down and explain the Prieft' part ( unimitated 
" % Modeſty / ) yet that is made up by the ancient Li- 
*:targy, which goes under St. James his Name, the 
< ancent part-of which I will now prove was the 
« Publick Service of the Church at Jeu, Pa» be- 
hy __— Cyriſ's time. 


exicher 


he. lk Nr fe i 
t ny Service 0 ur s 
_— San Ip yarn ling xr tw 


CD robe pe 


Ee ory 
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was the publick Service of 'the' Church. at 


To prove it robe enuine, Fic Corea 
ning; 1s above' 


"Orient, witerly diſchimed this 
8 186 G "he-Chriſt. Here 


25 ) 
therrtell ns which of theſe Proyers (except the Lords 
Prayer) were before St.Cyrif's time ; nor doth he 
(oye that any of them were uſed in the publick 
. Worſhip before that time. ; 


From St. Zames's Liturgy the De&or proceeds to 
Clement's Conſtitutions. here he ſaith, & There 
« is another Liturgy, and a clear and undeniable Evi- 
* dence, that there was a preſcribed Liturgy and Forms 
* of Prayers uſed upon all publick Occaſions. And 
ag. 114.. he ends his Diſcourſe concerning this Li- 
turgy with theſe words : * Theſe Forms in the Con- 
&« ſtitutions were the Liturgy of ſome Eaſtern 
« Church. 

The method the DoCtor takes in diſcourſing about 
theſe Conſtitutions is this. Firſt, He gives many 
inſtances of Forms that are in theſe Conſtitutions, 
Secondly , . He pretends to Anſwer Mr. Clarkſe 
Crafiy Cavils and Objetions- (as he calls them) relating 
to this clear Witneſs, But the main thing the DoCtor 
ſhould have done, was this, To prove from theſe Con- 
ſtitutions, that Forms of Prayer were ſo impoſed on 
the Officers of the Church in their publick Admini- 
ſtrations, that they mult uſe din, an none but them; 
or at leaſt, that theſe Forms in the Conſtitutions were 
the Liturgy of ſome Eaſtern Charch, from which the Ad- 
miniſtrators might in no caſe vary. But the DoCtor was 
pleaſed to'lay this Conſideration aſide ; and there- 
fore he having offered no Proof of either of theſe things 
in all the Pages-which are ſpent abour theſe Conſtitu- 
tions, there is no'need of ſaying much to what the 
Door hath here offered to his Reader. I ſhall there- 
fore only mind you, Firſt, That the Learned are not 


agreed about the time when theſe Conſtitutions were 
| E framed, 


P. 103, 


on's F106, 
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framed. Andtherefore tho Mr.Clarkſon hath thruſt down 


this Writer one whole Century from that wherein the 
Door doth place him, yet he alledges the Great and 
moſt Learned Archbiſhop ©ſher for his-doing ſo, who 
perhaps was a Perſon as well qualified to make a juſt ' 
Judgment about this kind of Matters, as any of thoſe 
who have made this Writer older. And though the 
Doftor doth undertake ro prove Mr. Clarkſon's Opi- 
nion of the time when this Writer lived notoriouſly 
falſe, becauſe the Fathers of the Fourth Century do 
cite this Boot as a known Book, yet I think the 
Dofter is a little anhappy in his Quotations. The mat- 
ter is not of much weight in the preſent buſineſs, and 
therefore I will not trouble you with what might be 
ſaid to. his ſeveral Quotations foy the invalidating 
of them ; I will only take notice of one or two of 
them, which are apparently defeQive. The Dodtor 
faith, © Athanaſius reckons this Book (which he calls 
* the Dodtrine of the Apoſtles) amongſt thoſe which 
* the Fathers allowed .to be- read in the Church, 
Now. I cannot find any ſuch thing in the Epiſtle the 
Dottor refers unto in his Margin 3 the Books or Wri- 
tings Athanaſius there ſpeaks of, are the Holy Scrip- 
tUreS. megg  Sowr yearor, I do not fee any thing 
there like the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. There is 
indeed this Phraſe there, 3 7 Amweglaior TESGREAD Y. 
Whether the Dofor means this, I know not, tor. he 
doth not quote Athanaſius his words; but if he mean 
this, I think he doth miſtake, and that it will appear 
to any one who conſiders the place in Athanafins, that 
Athanaſius means the Epiſtles of the Apoſtles. But I 
am apt to think the Dofor, had he a little better con- 
ſidered his Margin, would not have referred to that 
Epiſtle, but to another Tra& of Athanaſius, viz. his 


Synepfis 


. 4 © 


$ 
of the Apoliles,and (peaks of either real or ſappoſititious 
works of Clement. Yet Ithink this would not ferve 
the Doors turn, for | do not ſee any reaſon to con- 
ceive that Athanafws did attribute the Book he calls 
$fex3) Amvohrar, to Clement , or that it was the book 
which now carries the Title of the 4poſtolical Conſtitu- 
10Ms. 
thoſe he takes notice of, which are aſcribed to Clemerr. 
Nor do I fee any reaſon to convince a man'that his 
Kanutrrie, did comprehend in them theſe Conſtituri- 
ons. The next Author the Dottor quotes for this 
purpoſe is Euſebius, who (he ſaith) © computes it a- 
* mong thoſe Writings which were approved by the 
** Agcients. But the DoCtors margin here is very lame. 
I do not at preſent mind that Ewſeb:us hath ſuch a pal: 
ſage. But this I think is plain, that Ewſebizs when he 
ſpeaks of Clements Epiſtle, and other writings which 
were attributed to him, makes no mention there of 
the Conſtitutions of the Apoſtles. Exſeb. Hiſt. 11b.3. 
cap. 38.,p. 110. I may take notice of the Doctors quo- 
rations out of Epiphanius, when I come to his dil- 
. courſe on that Author, for there we have theſe quo- 
tations again, { 

But ſuppoſing this book was extant in this Age, I 
do not ſee how that will prove, what it is alledged 
for. I will grant there are Forms of Prayer in this 
Book fitted or adapted to the ſeveral parts of Publick 
Worſhip. But what is this to a Liturgy in the preſent 
ſence > The queſtion is nor, whether there were a Book 
extant in the Fourth Century, in which were Forms 
of Prayer ſuited to all the parts of Publick Worſhip ? 
There might be twenty or more ſuch Books extant 


for any thing that I know to the contrary. But the 
ta E 2 Doctor 
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ſhould prove, that cither theſe Prayers m the 
ſtitutions, or ſome-other Forms of Prayer, were 
impoſed on the Adminiſtrators, ſo that they might not 
uſe any Prayers but thoſe. - It is 1n ou harts ens = a 
ve way of proving Liturgies under the preſent 
bs Las 2 Book wherein there are 
Prayers, framed by no- bady know's whom, nor no bedy 
keows where, nor wo body knows exattly when, That 
there were Books wherein were Prayers fram- 
cd according to the order and method uſually obſerv- 
ed in the publick Worſhip, with direQtiorss bow and 
when to uſe every one of them, 4s no: proof, that 
thoſe Prayers were conſtantly uſed,. and that no o- 
ther Prayers might be uſed in publick. The DoQtor 
ſhould have proved that theſe Prayers were injoyted, 
or at leaſt, that they were conſtantly uſed in ſome one 
Church withoutdiminution or addition. But I think the 
DoQtor hath not one here tothiseffe&t, | ſhall 
further mind you, that what is1>theſe Conſtitutions 
which bears 2 proportion to what is ordinarily called the 
Rubrick in other Books, is not worth confidering. For 
if the Rebrich had been neverſo-pofitivein ſaying this, 
or that Prayer ſhall be uſed at fuch or ſuch atime;or 
by ſuch or ſuch a perſon,and the phraſe had never been 
mollifed, as the Dodtor doth. acknowledpe it is ſeve- 
ral times in.this Book, yet that Rubrick could not have 
force enough, of it. (elf 4 to lay any obligation upon 
any one, to uſe thoſe Prayers as it diretts, Forms of 
Prayer introduced with: Rubricks,' have no _Intrinfick 
force of their own, but derive and borrow all their 
Authority,from ſomething elſe. 

Hillary of Paiftzers is the Doors next A uthor, out 
of whom he atledges-ſome paſſages to prove what he 
hath undertaken, But I ſhall pals over his quotation 
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without any. RefleQtion at all, becauſe 1 have-nor the 
Author by me : And will proceed to what he hath al- 
ledged under the next head, Which is of Ju/tan the 


The Door here endeavours to prove a Liturgy in Þ- 11s. +» 3 
the. Chriſtian-Church, from the account given by Na- 3 
224nzex and Sozomen, of Fulians endeavour to eſtabliſh 
and promote ' Pagaviſm, by accommodating it as much 
as poſlible to Chriſtiahity. And it is true, that theſe 2» 
Authors ia their reporting ſome inſtances wherein 7- 2 
Lian endeavoured to make Paganiſm look more like 16G 
Chriſtianity,have theſe expreflions tor 74 $6fer x; futon map pus 4 
7672 [ada wx he er be 74 we7 hs wages, | will not be poft- Fu. orat. 1. 
tive what they do wean by theſe expreſſions. But ſce- 

10g this is mentioged as one inſtance wherein Juliax 

retormed the Pagas praftice, and brought in a uſage 

amongſt them, by which they would more reſemble 

the Chriſtian aſſemblies, than they did before, 1am 

inclined to think, theſe Authors do not mean preſerib-- 

ed. Forms of Prayer,for it is certain the Pagans had their 

days and hours for Prayers before, and 1t is more pro- 

bable their Prayers were Forms, than that the Chri- 

ſtians were. And to bring in Praying by Forms,wonld | 

not be an alteration, nor any more an imitation of the - 
Chriſtians (ſuppoſing they had Forms) than it was be- 

fore. Theretore I ſuppoſe ſomthing elſe is here meant 

by thele-Authors. And from Nazzanzen's way of ex- 

preſſing it, 1.conjeAure the meaning is not Prayers,but - 

Hymns And that they defign to acquaint vs, that 

7«/jan brought into the Pagan Aſſemblies that way of 

ſinging alternately , which did ſoprevail amongſt the 

Chriſtians. What the DoCftor doth produce from Þulz2 ,.,,. 
himſelf, I think makes not any thing for the proof of 


Lituygies in the Chriſtian Church, The Doftor _w 
| the 
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the word Liturgy there, and therefore produceth- it, 
as 2 of what he doth  afſerti but avregyle, doth 


not in this place of Falian, ſignify preſcribed forms of 
Prajer, but the exerciſe of the Prieſi's office, for Julian 
perſwades the Prieſt to pray at leaſt morning 


7 


eVen- 
and tells themit is very convenient and fit they ſhould 
pray at both- theſe times every day, even at thoſe ſeaſons, 
or during that time, when it is not their turn to Officiate 


publickly. And that it becomes them to obſerve thoſe things 


which the Law of the Country did injoyn in their Temples, 
loino neither more nor leſs thanthat. Julians words are 


_ Jul, Imp. Frag. theſe : waoyer 5 cugelizer 7675 Hndis,d way xrrdva ff Sraryud- 
"ROT. D552 or, Frey Wwver Thc ingalexis:brles roſy drodlp nellugyies* 3; 


T6&ye Us Trois ivggis Ion ndrer@ Sayer 1hu® , gurmrleoy 
woim(' x} hrs whier, ire Tae] iy 71 woiey aire. Whether the 
Law ot that Country did injoyn the ule of preſcribed 
forms of Prayer in the Pagan Temples,is of no moment 
in the preſent caſe, but Jaizan doth not affirm any ſuch 
thing here, and it is evident awryyi« iS not here uſed 
in the ſence the Door would have it. ; 


« The next place (faith the DoQor) muſt be aſ- 
<« figned tothe Council of Laodicea, Where the Deftor 
takes notice only of two Canors which concern Pray- 
ers, therefore 1 need not conſider what he faith about 
the Seventh and Fifteenth Canons, which affe&t not 
the matter in' hand. But becauſe the DoQor doth 
uſher in the Fifty ninth Canon, as if it were of ſome 
uſe to him, it may be fit to ſay ſomething of the 
meaning and occaſion of. that Canon. © It is cer- 
< tain (faith the Doctor) they had no great eſteem 
* for ex tempere Compoſures, nor for variety of Forms 
* neither, becauſe they forbid the reading of Pſalms 
© compoſed by private Men in the Church. Now 
that 
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that Canon doth forbid to read. private. Pſa'ms in the 
Church, and Books which are not Canonical ; and requires 
that no Books but the Cancuical Books of the Old and New 
Teſtament be read in the Church. ri 4 0& wudlrevs hax- 
us Aba; a T7 nANTIG, 5 axavbrice Brfaiety dANd mite TH x4- 
Vorine The xawis of waaun; Headings Balſamon.(aith, there 
were -found Plalms beſides David's 150, Which were 
attributed to Solomon; and ſome others The Fathers 
therefore calling theſe Private, decreed, That neither 
thoſe Pſalms, nor any thing elſe ſhould be read in the 
Church, but what js reckoned up-in the Eighty filth 
Canon of the Apoſtles, Thus-far B/ſamon in his 
Notes on this Canon. Now this is certain, that this 
Canon doth fay,no Books muſt be read in the Church, 
but the Canonical Books of the Old and New Teſtament. 
And though Liturgies might in time become Canonical- 
Books, yet certainly they are not, nor ever were Ca- 
nonical- Books of the Old or New Teſtament. So that this 
Canon ſeems. to be as clear againſt the reading of Litur- 
gies in the Church, though attributed to ever ſuch-ex-» 
cellent and famous Men, as againſt Pſalms which were 
fathered upon Solomon, &c.. 

The two Canons of this Council the DoGor-1nfiſts 
on, and which. relate to Prayers, are the Eighteenth 
and the Nineteenth. The Eighteenth Canon 1s ſet 


down in theſe. words, «&} 54 ru atrlw-anlugyiar We. oor + 
wevlers, x, 8. Tas Unara, x; u Tas henigau igriuy - yiveay. 


The Dofor having Englithed - this Canon, relates 
the ſenſe which Balſamonx and Zonaras do put on it. 
Which is.indeed very expreſs for the Doffor's purpoſe. 
But here. you. may take notice, that borh theſe Au- 
thors living about the Twelfth Century, .their Autho- 
rity in explaining Ancient Canogs made ſo many hun- 


dreds of years betore them, is not very ARNINENS= 
| | ther- 
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ther than they” do" back and confirm- what they1ay 


down ss their Opinion with-g00d Reaſon and Evi. 
dence: And what Balſamon faith, is his meer Con- 
jeture, laid down without alledging any Evidence 
at all for what he pretends to be the occatrory of ma- 
king that Canon. Zowaras groundFhis Opinion upon 


what he pretends to be the ſenſe of one of the Cartha- 


ginian Canons, and he acknowledgeth it 18 but pro- 
bable that his Conjetture is right. 3s & 4-146, &c. The 
Fathers in this Council having not left behind them 
any Relation (that I know of) of the Occaſion of 
their making this Canon, I think we cannot prove 
any thing from it, further than the words of the 
Canon will warrant.” I ſhall therefore wave taking 
notice of many things the Door doth deliver nnder 
this "Head, and only conſider whar doth direaly con- 
cern the Canon it ſelf, © Mr. Clarkſon faith here is no- 
«* thing to ſignific that it was the intent of the Synod 
<« to have the ſame Prayers uſcd at the times ſpecified. 
« And fo make this out, he faith, neither the whole 
- nor any word in it, imports ſuch a thing. 
* He begins with the word aye, and faith that 
* will not ſerve the turn, for it doth not here (as in 
< latter times) fignific a Book or Model of preſcribed 
* and {tinted Forms of Prayer. That no inftance hath 
< been produced, or carr be,- wherein it is uſed in rhis 
* ſenſe by any ofthe Ancients before this Council, or 
< long after. But aiygyle according to the ancient 
* uſe of the word, denotes ſometimes a publick Fun- 
* ion or Office, moſt 'commonly the Exerciſe and 
« Admmiſtration of it, and then it is not the Forms 
< of Ation, but the Attion it ſelf, the pablick Uſe, 
* Employment, Exercife or Miniſtration of that to 
* which it is applied Civil or Religious. Applied ro 
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wers ; but 
«14s alerts Mlgyles es, is no more here the praying 
< of the-ſame Prayers at three, and (ix afternoon, than 
< li. hlid-agregyier & ney @, would have been the 
< preaching of the ſame Serman twice in the after- 
< noog. And as there might have been 5 aird xfteryia 
*« W $96, the fame Excreile af Dinging at _ 
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« the'p bh” before'or after 
ha x GELx forms were"in- 
tb GD bours had choir different 

Offices » tbo: to: the = tu the 
Door faith, «The Prayers at-t were"then, as 
* they arenow, Prayers prop forthe Evening. "But 


mn have only:the. 
pr Forms of Prayer , "or if 


_ were, thas;chale Formw'o! Pra yer whietvwers 


ghovr aro Con jons' apr whom 
the-Goltne titles Shes this Council. 


The other Canon of this Council the DoGor takes 


notice of as making for him," is the 19th where It is 
ordered that alter the Catechumens and: 


diſmiſſed, three Prayers of the Faith ſhouldbe per- 
formed in-this manner : (#70; W vr0r rac boxer yired o 
795; ) the firſt 4 CST, the ſecond and third, ix 
Magi yr. is-'meant by due 01evhs; the Learned 
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Prayer of Conſecration. The. D@ftor 
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be: accuſtomed words of the -Enchariſty and  beſ- 
> People, be went rabed again. Jn this Kelarion 
we wo things Mr.- Clarkſon takes notice of : © 7155 
hat celebrating the Euchariſt, he is faidto do . 
Ry words, fo that he'was briefer, and* uſed 
Swords in his Prayers at this rime, than hewas 
do when in health. Secondly, That if" in 
( Tale adghw dung. meg 16 mw wdl@ ) 
ce; Which ſeems moſt congruous, ihe 


T. 


=Exxill-not diſpute that point. 
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morant, that there Was 2 


ſeek 3/-and for” ought that 'Fet 
perform it as near the way he. 
was able. © And (faith - 


truly I fee ao hurt in that 
-aren0. part of the. 


them. 
«he ea rae 


* he may pretend tho@gcnt were given 
of of the Spirit, which is an 

EY Father, who faith, the Pulpi 
_conteceated things 
* preſent to him _ 
ter in diſpute is, - Harding ng is to 


= [-#h5+] or to the Pulpit, Alcar,. ar 


cart wp do'\ write "wth the great 
ment .) 'Mr.:Clarkſen will be ys to 2 
vantage of the Dottar. This, Is 
t \ Story Maziemzen wes relating; but 

Qor refers -+4ſs unto," is nopart mare of 


t0 be read as aParentheſis. And Do Fo 
og any reaſon we-have nog 
= Tue: Soy » Notion as. ahi 1 | 

the of the Spirit ro make, P 
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ſuch kind of things preſent toPeople, 


ances. The DoQtor takes occafionfrom Mr. 
Clarkſort's referrin Tavre to paar, to treat-him with j 
ſome 'Radeneſs, and to ſprinkle ſome ſcurvy 'Expreſ- 2 
flows.” And he draws. to the. Concluſion ot his Dif E | 
_cotirſe from this Father, with theſe words: < But I 75 
* doubt not all impartial Men will gather from this 
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Door help it? But I think Naziauzen doth 
ſo: Nazianzes faith there. was ſomething /p 
and ever miraculous atrending- his-Father in his: 


Dor wich) +, the bare je 
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The Dodtor dork brid ins. nalfacin And 0+ 
pounds three cheadsof diſcourſe. - Firf, we in with 
his &vidence for publick'Forms. 4 And+the firft ſhall 
«be bis vindication of that way of py God, which 
r and. You may 

"Ihe decount 


I _— winery Fe yy vor irs wag 
rs pelo of 


: a uſed {itewtes, or 
ations wnro God, But he doth not 


, "\ aavde, (I think) 

7 no more than His pplication, for 

| © The word it ſelf doth” not contain 

plieations were to'confiſt ln That 

were to" c# -% | 

acknowledge in later hr tact Bhews ordinarily u- 

rained ſenſs,  *But (ſaith the Door) Lira- 

Forms of cations for pardon of Sin,and 
judgments wher 


þ no. proof hte Up were 
then. « Yea Cirh the Door) there are two ae”? 
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« are, mem in &.Bofle Epiles 7 Tho finſbankis 
** we. pray of our'days may' continue in 


©: PrACEs 21h lenhan y alſo be in peace. 
© But (faith the DoQor) we cannot: rag certain theſe are 
« the very Words of the poitick Form 5: but they are 


Jeemninly in the, Litanick way... By this: + ron 
tle. 005 palage in; a Letter . that happens'to 

writ in-the Litanick Way, may ferve for 2 proof 

of an. oped Lira And if ſo,any man may eafily 


3 eggs Sit; TATE: | 
'/ 1 5int pl are Fpiſt, 68. 
concord; and having on Res ro 

inforce his] 
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« was gone into. Schyrhia, &c. wherein he rells hit, 
* he could. not but. remember the Offices" of the 


« who are gone to travel, &c. 
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, that co cannot joy DS 
Prieſt in Prayer, nor have com- 
Duty of Prayer, unleG there be 
et compoſed, and theſe Forms be di- 
veral Portionsz: ſome of whick  Por- 3 
are \to utter audibly in anſwer to _ "8 
- he hath- ſaid his' part. And this 
" Dodor thinks warranted by his find- »; 
oP 7 5 mew xetorier, in St. Baſil. . But if P.154 
lotion be ſound, what becomes of the Peop les 
in: thoſe Prayers which are to VE nd 
| Prieſt himſelf > - 4 And for this Rea 
yak (ith the Doftor ) he made a Canon or Form *: i 
; % NN Lids = 
chav: obs anon of only gave-this 

Fi 1 think whoever wr Op in 
perceive the Doftor doth .not - 
account TIE what S. Bafl meant by the 
wag. thes he = 
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apart ſuch proportion of their time 
did. allow wo +. which Baſ; Aſer. 
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'their Bodies. The Dodor'gnext! je about learn- 
ing "the Plalms by heart,-1s weak-inſtance; 
and the next, of the words the : at 


— , is a very mean proof :of 
= dn them who wee ore th: 


7+ 
as nn rt hob of 8. B 
about a. Mr;C o DONT, 
Clarkſen for laying fo s0Puy en am "re which 
aedeareranh es. Bur'1'do wor-wwikd: cher ho hath 


yr of the Bock, e ich Th nerality 
reſtant: Writers net queſtion r70.- | 

DoQor thinks the pafiage ww ad vos 

think, wo fea thenp -place, dagger That 
TING at the Celebrationiof-the Euchariſt, 


Uk underſtood by Tradition, that that 
ral brew the Uſe of the Ohnet. But Idothot fo 


any 
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any Evidence that they uſed the.fame Prayers which - j 
had+been/ (formerly uſed,;'or that they. uſed any; ,pre- 346; 4 Stir. . 
ſeribed Forms, | -Thet, greateſt, part of the -Dodtor's *** 247 2 
Diſcourſe here, is about. the { 7% dyex9e. _) The Que- =_ 


(tion 3 0 ooh Whether” by the Writings wherein S. Baf/ ©. b 
»-he.diſcourſes of, were got, þe jones _ 
ts Hot the Holy Ag wonoyoagiin 8 ag Wo Is 
great nate, ere. of opinion, t iP 
orgs meant all Writings whatſoeverz' and Mr..Clark- RB. 
fon was of that. mind} If Mr, Clrkſor did herein ” 
miſtake;-he miſtook with-others of 'more-than uſual = 
Warth,. Learning. and Note: And.thezefare his \mi- "0 
lake caonct tcalonmbly;-be thought of ſuch anature = 
as-to deſerve. Tregical Exclemations,, It is not for 2 
rme--20--be poſitive in determining. a point; about 
The.D , perceive Men of ſo great Learning do ditier. 
Do@or thinks S. meant ,only the, Holy 
ptures, by thoſe- Writings he {peaks of; and I do- 
_ that according to the preſent Apprehen- 
fiots I /have of this.qatter, I think. the Doctor is in _. 4 
the right, - After-this, the Poftor entertains his Rea- x 
Wi b-4 o rod | with 2 D__ abaut a te | | 
0 VAariOully 2u Wah t Rs : 
pope; Ad he endeanors ſhew, That i prope ny: Is 
4 5 ow o__ ed Concluſion of 5: 8 
Hereſy; and at laſt favoars \ the Wedd pb h: 


ved vs to vent Hereſy. 
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ms for private Prijer: Here I think the 
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the : Dother fri Theeſes; 165, and 
pertains nor to the” buſineks | in hand; and there- 
no more, but thar'l think every 
ic fitteſt Judge "to" determine concern. | 


166. 
fore 1 ſhall 


of vForm/Or without ft. 
P. 16s. e, — The" Dodor, in the laſt plays, r 

| ſineſs toprove, "Thar S. Thwrgr wy made þb— fg 
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”  having-altered ghat Doxology the.paop wm 
accuſtamed cog ſhould gbrein fo- much Authoricy 
as to cauſe their old beloved Litzrgy (if they had 
. one; before.) to- be. wholly, laid; aſide, and to impoſe 
a gew one; of [bis own. making upon them. 1:1 91 
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WAY G2. 100 R012 vY BI efwaty va G0: Sigehotiton 
vir, T did. imvendito-haye proceeded, d to have 
wen you an-account of what the Dottor hath. al- 


cdged from other Authors, in this Century, cut. .J 
find my Papers begin to ſwell beyond my Expetta- 
tion, and therefage'{ will here defiſt. I have gone 
chorough the greateſt part of this fourth Century, 
and ſO have paſt over-a conſiderable ſpace of time 
wherein there is go pretence of extraordinary and 
eiraculous Gifts, and” wherein the Church had been 
feeked under Chriſtias Magiſtrates. And hitherto I 
think we have not had any ſubſtantial proof of ſuch 
a Liturgy, as 1s the point in debate betwixt «Mr. 
Clarkſon and Dr. Comber. | And if this be ſo, we may 
bave ſome reaſon to think, that neither the ceaſing of 
pretended miraculons Gifts, nor the ſettling of the Church 
wader Chriſtian Magiſtrates, gave birth to preſcribed 
"Liturgies ; but that preſcribed Lirurgies are of a /ater 
Date, and. owe their Original to ſomething, elſe than the 
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